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PART I 



HIGHLIGHTS OF THIS ISSUE 

This listing does not affect the legal status 
of any document published In this issue. Detailed 
table of contents appears inside. 


COAL—FPC proposes weekly reporting of deliveries, 
stockpiles and consumption by electric utilities; com¬ 
ments by 10—28—74 ....... 37357 

CERTIFICATES OF CITIZENSHIP—JUSTICE/INS suspends 
certain naturalization procedures; effective 10-1-75 . 37355 

AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES—Agriculture amends ex¬ 
port sales reporting requirements; effective 10-18-74 - 37355 

SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME—HEW decisions on 
presumptive disability; effective 10-21-74 .. 37359 

SUPPLEMENTAL EDUCATIONAL OPPORTUNITY 
GRANTS—HEW adopts work-study and student loan 
programs; effective 12-5-74 ...—.. 37380 

1975 FISCAL REPORT—OMB submits rescission and 
deferral actions ......... 37434 

PESTICIDES—EPA exempts certain ingredients from 
tolerance requirements; effective 10-21-74 _ 37378 

FOREIGN EXCHANGE TRANSACTIONS—Treasury adopts 
supplemental reporting forms; effective 11-29-74 .. 37362 

IMPORTED VEHICLES—EPA proposes procedures for non- 
conforming engines; comments by 11-20-74 __— 37396 

AIR POLLUTANTS—EPA proposes emission standards; 
comments by 12-5-74 .----- 37396 


(Continued Inside) 


PART II: 

ELECTRIC ARC FURNACES—EPA proposes per¬ 
formance standards; comments by 12-5-74. 37465 

PART III: 

FERROALLOY PRODUCTION FACILITIES—EPA pro¬ 
poses performance standards; comments by 
12-5-74--- 37469 


























reminders 


(The Items In this list were editorially compiled as an aid to Federal Register users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no legal 
significance. Since this list is Intended as a reminder, It does not Include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.) 

Rules Going Into Effect Today 

This list Includes only rules that were pub¬ 
lished In the Federal Register after Octo¬ 
ber 1. 1972. 

page no. 
ana date 

ACTION—Procedures to be used by volun¬ 
teers to present grievances and obtain 
resolution of same .... 33519; 9-18-74 
DOT/CG—Grand River and Spring Lake 
Outlet, Michigan; drawbridge operations. 

33671; 9-19-74 
DOT/FAA—Boeing Model 747 series air¬ 
planes; airworthiness directives (2 docu¬ 
ments)... 33203; 9-16-74 

GSA—Federal procurement regulations; 
preference for U.S. flag air carriers. 

34664; 9-27-74 
HEW/FDA—Certification of antibiotics 
and insulin; financial responsibility of 

agents..... 33664; 9-19-74 

HEW/SRS—Administration of medical as¬ 
sistance programs. 28288; 8-6-74 

HEW/SSA—Medicaid; conditions for 

coverage of services of independent 

laboratories . 33690; 9-19-74 

STATE DEPARTMENT—Immigrant visas; 
supporting document provisions. 

35573; 10-2-74 


ATTENTION: Questions, corrections, or requests for information regarding the contents of this issue only may 
be made by dialing 202-523-5266. For information on obtaining extra copies, please call 202-523-5240. 
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Published dally, Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays. Sundays, or on official Federal 
holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Service* 
Administration. Washington, D.O. 29408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 600, as amended; 44 UB.O., 
Ch. 16) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution 
is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U J3. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 


The Federal Recistkb provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices issued 
by Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency 
documents of public Interest. 


The Federal Register will be furnished by mail to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $45 per year, payable 
In advance. The charge for individual copies is 76 cents for each Issue, or 76 cents for each group of pages as actually bound. 
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U8. Government Printing Office, Washington, 
D.C. 20402. 


There are no restrictions on the republlcatlon of material appearing In the Federal Register. 
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HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 


meetings— 

Administrative Conference of the United States: Com¬ 
mittee on Licenses and Authorizations, 11-1-74 - 37412 

AEC: General Advisory Committee, 11-6-74 through 

H-8— 74 ........ 37413 

Advisory Committee on Reactor Safeguards, 

10-9-74 ......... 37412 

Historical Advisory Committee, 10-31-74— . 37413 

CAB: Federal Energy Administration briefing, 10- 

23-74 .----- 37416 

CSC: Federal Employees Pay Council, 10-30-74 . 37417 


Citizen’s Advisory Council on the Status of Women, 


11—8—74 through 11-9-74 .. 37416 

FCC: PBX Advisory Subcommittee, 10-29-74 _ 37424 


OFFICE OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS POLICY: Electro¬ 
magnetic Radiation Management Advisory Council, 

10-31-74 through 11-1-74. .... 37435 

Labor/OSHA: Standards Advisory Committee on Marine 

Terminal Facilities, 11-19-74 through 11-20-74 _ 37441 

U.S. Information Agency: English Teaching Advisory 

Panel 11-13-74 ..... 37440 


contents 


ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF THE 
UNITED STATES 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Committee on Licenses and 
Authorizations_ 37412 

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

See also Forest Service. 

Rules 

Export sales reporting require¬ 
ments; certain agricultural 


commodities_ 37355 

ARMY DEPARTMENT 

Notices 

Blackbirds, control- 37402 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

Rules 

Uranium isotopes; permits for 


access to restricted data con¬ 
cerning the separation of; cor¬ 
rection _ 37356 

Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Georgia Power Co_ 37414 

Union Electric Co_ 37414 

Meetings: 

Advisory Committee on Reactor 

Safeguards _ 37412 

General Advisory Committee_ 37413 

Historical Advisory Committee. 37413 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

Notices 

Hawaii common fares; agreements 37416 

Meetings: 

Federal Energy Administration. 37416 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Federal Employees Pay Council. 37417 

CITIZENS' ADVISORY COUNCIL ON 
THE STATUS OF WOMEN 

Notices 

Meeting - 37416 

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

See National Oceanic and Atmos¬ 
pheric Administration. 


DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 

See Army Department. 

DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION 
Proposed Rules 

Schedules of controlled sub¬ 
stances: 

Change in address for filing pur¬ 
poses, NDC Number on appli¬ 


cations for permits_ 37394 

Notices 

Schedules of controlled sub¬ 
stances: 

Elkins-Sinns, Inc_ 37402 

Methaqualone; 1974 production 

quota _ 37402 

Smith, Kline & French Labora¬ 
tories _ 37402 


EDUCATION OFFICE 
Rules 

Supplemental Educational Oppor¬ 
tunity Grants Program_ 37380 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Rules 

Pesticide chemicals; tolerances, 
etc.: 

Inert ingredients in pesticide 
formulations_ 37378 

Proposed Rules 


Effluent guidelines: 

Ferroalloy production facilities. 37469 
Steel plants; electric arc fur¬ 
naces _ 37465 

New motor vehicles and new motor 
vehicle engines; importation of 
catalyst-equipped vehicles; con¬ 
trol of air pollution_ 37396 


Notices 

Effluent guidelines, etc.: 

List of categories of stationary 
sources (2 documents) - 37418, 37419 
Environmental impact statements; 
procedures for voluntary prepa¬ 


ration _ 37419 

Pesticide registration; applica¬ 
tions --- 37417 


FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 


Airworthiness directives: 

Avco Lycoming_ 37356 

Sikorsky_1_ 37356 

Transition area_ 37357 

Proposed Rules 

Transition area_ 37396 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Proposed Rules 

Airdrome control stations; contin¬ 
uous listening watch on 122.5 


MHz__ 37399 

Notices 

MTS and WATS service, extension 

of time for comments_ 37422 

Meetings: 

PBX Advisory Subcommittee... 37424 
Hearings, etc.: 

RCA Global Communications, 

Inc., et al_3T423 

WHJB Radio_ 37423 


FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Highway Safety Program sanc¬ 
tions; proposed invocation: 

Maryland_ 37411 

Puerto Rico_ 37411 

FEDERAL INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 

National flood Insurance program: 

Areas eligible for sale of insur¬ 
ance (3 documents).. 37361, 37362 

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 
Rules 

Employee responsibilities and con¬ 


duct _ 37392 

Notices 

Agreements filed: 

North Europe - U.S. Pacific 

Freight Conference_ 37425 

WIN AC (2 documents)_ 37425 


Freight forwarder licenses: 

Aero-Nautics Forwarders, Inc— 37425 
<Continued on next page) 
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CONTENTS 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 
Rules 

Piling of rate schedules; rate 
schedules and tariffs; rate of 
Interest on amounts subject to 

refund_ 37357 

Proposed Rules 

Coal supplies of electric utilities, 

weekly report- 37399 

Notices 

Hearings , etc.: 

Boston Edison Co- 37426 

Central Maine Power Co- 37426 

Cities Service Oil Co- 37426 

Consolidated Gas Supply Corp— 37426 

Dinero Oil Co_ 37427 

El Paso Natural Gas Co— r - 37427 

National Fuel Gas Supply Corp., 


North Penn Gas Co_ 37428 

Northern Natural Gas Co- 37428 

Northwest Pipeline Corp. (2 doc¬ 
uments) _ 37428 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 

Co _ 37429 

Public Service Co. of Indiana, 

Inc_ 37429 

Rockland Electric Co- 37430 

Tampa Electric Co. (2 docu¬ 
ments) _ 37430 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 

Corp. (2 documents)_ 37430 

Wisconsin Electric Power Co., 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 
Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Central National Corp- 37431 

Federated Capital Corp- 37431 

First National Financial Corp__ 37432 

Lacrosse Insurance, Inc_ 37432 

Mercantile National Bank at 

Texas, et al- 37432 

Merchants National Corp_ 37433 

York State Co_ 37433 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Proposed Rules 

Administrative procedures for 

grants-in-aid _ 37394 

Notices 

Coyote damage control; report on 
emergency use of M-44 devices. 37403 


FOREST SERVICE 

Notices 

Environmental statement: 

Triangle Ranch Wetlands Land 
Exchange, Modoc National 
Forest, Calif_ 37408 

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Motor vehicle leasing; policy 
guidance - 37379 

Uniform Relocation Assistance 
and Real Property Acquisition 
Policies Act of 1970; guidelines 
for Agency implementation_ 37367 

Notices 

Data and management systems; 
opportunity for comment_ 37433 


HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 

See also Education Office; Social 
Security Administration. 

Notices 

Contract awards by Assistant Sec¬ 
retary for Planning and Evalua¬ 
tion _ 37409 

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

See Federal Insurance Adminis¬ 
tration. 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 
SERVICE 

Rules 

Certificates of citizenship; sus¬ 
pension of special procedure— 37355 

INTERIM COMPLIANCE PANEL (COAL 
MINE HEALTH AND SAFETY) 

Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Indian Head Mining Co., et al— 37434 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

See also Fish and Wildlife Service; 

Land Management Bureau; Na¬ 
tional Park Service. 


Notices 

Applications, etc.: 

Carbon Fuel Co_ 37403 

Consolidation Coal Co- 37404 

Harman Mining Corp- 37404 

Price Coal Co_ 37406 

Ricliland Coal Co- 37406 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
Rules 

Car service: 

Distribution of boxcars- 37393 

Substitution of stock cars for 
boxcars_ 37393 

Notices 

Fourth section applications for 

relief_ 37455 

Hearing assignments—- 37442 

Motor carriers: 


Irregular route property car¬ 
riers; gateway elimination_ 37442 

Temporary authority applica¬ 
tions . 37455 

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT 

See Drug Enforcement Adminis¬ 
tration; Immigration and Natu¬ 
ralization Service. 

LABOR DEPARTMENT 

See Labor-Management and Wel¬ 
fare-Pension Reports Office; 
Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration. 

LABOR-MANAGEMENT AND WELFARE- 
PENSION REPORTS OFFICE 

Rules 

Candidacy for office; reasonable 
qualifications_ 37360 

Special enforcement provisions; 
elections_ 37360 


LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU 

Notices 

Withdrawal and reservation of 


lands: 

Arizona_*_ 37403 

MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE 
Notices 

Clearance of reports; list of re¬ 
quests - 37435 

1975 fiscal year report_ 37434 

MONETARY OFFICES 
Rules 


Transactions in foreign exchange, 
transfers of credit and export of 
coins and currency; reporting 
forms _ 37362 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 
ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Release of information and other 
agency records to members of 
the public_ 37357 

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Highway Safety Program sanc¬ 
tions; proposed invocation: 


Maryland _ 37411 

Puerto Rico_ 37411 


NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 

Proposed Rules 

Fishery for American lobster in 
Gulf of Maine; additional op¬ 
portunity to present views- 37396 

Notices 


Marine mammal permit applica¬ 
tions: 

Flanigan, Norbert J- 37408 

Lincoln Park Zoological Gar¬ 
dens, correction- 37409 

Mystic Marinelife Aquarium — 37408 


NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
Notices 


Concession contract: 

Truro, Mass., Cape Cod National 

Seashore _ 37407 

Permits: 

George Washington Birthplace 

National Monument- 37407 

Great Smoky Mountains Na¬ 


tional Park (3 documents) — 37407. 

37408 

OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Hawaii; approval of plan and sup¬ 
plements (2 documents)- 37440 

Meetings: 

Marine Terminal Facilities 
Standards Advisory Commit¬ 
tee __ 37441 


Ir 
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SECURITIES and exchange 

COMMISSION 


Notices 
Hearings, etc 

Canadian Javelin, Ltd- 37436 

Continental Vending Machine 


Franklin National Bank- 37436 

Franklin New York Corp- 37436 

Investors Diversified Services, 

Inc., et al_ 37436 

New England Electric System, 

et al_ 37437 

Royal Properties Inc- 37436 

Savoy Industries, Inc- 37436 

Utah Power & Light Co- 37438 

West Penn Power Co- 37439 

Winner Industries, Inc- 37440 


CONTENTS 

SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 

Rules 

Supplemental security income for 
the aged, blind and disabled; 
decisions of presumptive dis¬ 
ability ____ 37359 

TARIFF COMMISSION 

Notices 

Import investigations: 

Electronic printing calculators; 
extenson of time for submis¬ 
sion of information- 37440 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS POLICY OFFICE 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Electromagnetic Radiation 
Management Advisory Coun¬ 
cil _ 37435 


TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT 

See Federal Aviation Administra¬ 
tion ; Federal Highway Adminis¬ 
tration, National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

See Monetary Offices. 

UNITED STATES INFORMATION 
AGENCY 

Notices 

Meetings: 

English Teaching Advisory Panel 

37440 


list of cfr ports affected 

The foHowIng numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published In today’s 
Issue A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second Issue of the month. 

A cumulative guide is published separately at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected by documents published 
since January 1, 1974, and specifies how they are affected. 


7 CFR 

20..-.37355 

8 CFR 

341_ 37355 

10 CFR 

25.37356 

14 CFR 

39 (2 documents)_37356 

71. 37357 

1206.__..37357 

Proposed Rules: 

71. 37396 

18 CFR 

35_ 37357 

154_._.37357 

Proposed Rules: 

141. 37399 


20 CFR 

416_-__37359 

21 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

1312__ 37394 

24 CFR 

1914 (3 documents). 37361, 37362 

29 CFR 

452 (2 documents)_37360 

31 CFR 

128_ 37362 

34 CFR 

233_37367 

40 CFR 

180..-.-.37378 

Proposed Rules: 

60 (2 documents)_ 37466, 37470 

85. 37396 




41 CFR 

101-25_37379 

101-26_ 37379 

101-39__— 37389 

45 CFR 

144_ 37384 

175 _37385 

176 _37385 

46 CFR 

500_ 37392 

47 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

87___—.37399 

49 CFR 

1033 (2 documents)-37393 

50 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

82. 37394 

251..-.37396 
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FEDERAL REGISTER 

CUMULATIVE LIST OF PARTS AFFECTED—OCTOBER 


The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during October. 


3 CFR 

Page 

Proclamations : 

43^5 _ 

_35315 

43X9 _ 

_ 35317 

4320_ 

_ 35799 

4321 

_ 35781 

4399 _ 

. 36107 

4323 _ 

_ 36313 

4324 

_ 36315 

4325 

_ 36561 

4326_ 

_ 36951 

4327_ 

_ 36953 


Executive Orders: 

Oct. 27. 1920 (revoked In part 

by PLO 5435)_ 35797 

11202 (revoked by EO 11813)- 36317 

11269 (amended by EO 11808) - 35563 

11413 (superseded by EO 

11811) _ 36302 

11414 (superseded by EO 

11812) _ 36307 

11474 (superseded by EO 

11811) _ 36302 

11475 (superseded by EO 

11812) _ 36307 

11524 (superseded by EO 

11811) _ 36302 

11525 (superseded by EO 

36307 


4 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

10_35820 

409-__35678 


5 CFR 

213 _ 

35367. 35799, 36109, 36319. 37051 

9 CFR 

7 CFR 

2 

... .. 36465 

73_ 

97_ 

301_ 

20 _ 

29 

_ 37355 

307— 

_ _ 36957 

309_ 

53 

_ 36563 

312_ 

54_ 

_ _ 37052 

314— 


7 CFR—Continued Pa 8 e 

70_ 37052 

240_ 35783 

245 35569 

271_ 36847, 37181 

331_ 36465 

354_35999, 36957 

401_36110,36957 

503_—_—_ ——————— 36563 

722_37182 

726_ 36958 

729 _ 36564 

863_36847 

874_37182 

892_ 36958 

905 _37186 

906 _ 36851, 36852 

908_ 35847 

908_ 35647, 36466 

910_ 36565, 37187 

915_ 36319 

927_ 37052 

931 _ 35784 

932 _37187 

944_37188 

966_ 35569 

981_36566 

984_ 35327. 35999 

989_37188 


11576 (superseded 

by 

EC 


- 

1822_ 

_ 36110,36111 

11811) _ 



36302 

1842 

_ 36852 

11577 (superseded 

by 

EO 


1845_ - 

_ 37052 

11812) _ 



36307 



11612 (superseded 

by 

EO 


Proposed Rules: 


11807) _ 



35559 

5? 

_ 35670 

11637 (superseded 

by 

EO 


250_ 

_ _ 35380 

11811) _ 



36302 

271_ _ 

_ 36861 

11638 (superseded 

by 

EO 


272_ 

_ 35381 

11812) _ — 



36307 

711_ - 

_ 35807 

11691 (superseded 

by 

EO 


729_ 

_ 36489 

11811) - 



36302 

Chapter EX— 

_ 35801 

11692 (superseded 

by 

EO 


971_ 

_ 36591 

11812) _ 



36307 

981_ _ 

_ 35576 

11739 (superseded 

by 

EO 


984_ 

_35577, 36971 

11811) _ 



36302 

1030_ 

_ 36116 

11740 (superseded 

by 

EO 


1060_ 

_ 37162 

11812) _ 



36307 

1061___ 

_ 37162 

11789 (amended by EO 11808)- 

35563 

1068_ 

_ 37162 

11807 —- — - - 



35559 

1069 

37182 

liftnft 



35563 

1076_ 

37162 

11809_ 



35565 

1129 

_ 36861 

URin 



35567 

1221 

- 35373, 35801 

11811 _ 



36302 

1464_ 

_ 35808, 36972 

11812__— 



36307 

1701_ 

_ 36017, 37065 

11813 _ 



36317 



11814_ _ 



36955 

8 CFR 






214_ 

_ 36853 


223_ 36853 

238_ 36853 

242_ 36854 

299_ 36854 

341_ 37355 


_ 36000 

_ 37053 


_ 36000 


9 CFR—Continued 

316 _ 

317 _ 


Page 

- 36000 

- 35784 

329_ 36000 

350_ 37053 

355_ 37053 

381_ 35784, 36000, 37053 

Proposed Rules: 

445_ 36440 

447 _ 36440 


35332 
37356 
35647 
35472 
35475 

_ 35489 

_ 35489, 36571, 36854 

.. 35509 



205_ 

210 - 


211 _ 35511, 36320, 36854 

212 _ 36320, 37072 

215_ 35558 

Proposed Rules: 

20 _ 

30— 

31— 

32_ 


_ 35820, 36871 

__ 36871 

_ 36871 

_ 36871 


34_ 36601, 36871 

40_ 36871 

50_ - 36871 

55_ 36871 

70_ 36602, 36871 

115_ 36871 

150_ 36871 

211 _ 36603 

212 _ 37072 

217_ 36117, 37217 

12 CFR 

526_ 36855 

584_37054 

589_ 37054 

760_37189 

Proposed Rules: 

545_J_ 36351. 37073 

564_ 36494 

584_ 37074 

700_ 36352 

13 CFR 

113_ 36322 

120_ 36354 

35452 
35452 
35452 
35452 
35454 

_ 35454 

39 _ 35332, 

35647,” 35784, 35785. 36322, 36466, 
36467, 36572, 36855, 36856, 37055, 
37190;37191, 37356 

rji _ l __ 35569, 

35570, 35648, 35785, 36111. 36323, 
36572, 36573, 36856. 36959, 36960, 
, 3 3,055.3^91.37357_ 0 

75_ 36111, 36573. 36857, 37056 
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14 CFR— Continued pa e® 

o 5 __ _ _ 36573 

21 CFR—Continued Pa 8« 

121 _ 36113, 

29 CFR—Continued Page 

1910___ 35890 

07 35786,36467, 37191 

36582, 36583, 36859, 36960, 36961, 
37057 

135_ 36859, 36961, 37057 

1952_ 36479 

12 j __- 36576 

I960.. ..... 36454 

Proposed Rules: 

516 _ 35382, 36940 


135b_ 36859 


1.3V 381 13 a .36961, 37057 


135e_ _ 36961, 37057 

552___ 35382 


310__ 36472 

570_ 36592, 36940 

007 36857 

431_ 35346 

1907___ 35381 

joQg 36488, 37357 

444___ 36472 

31 CFR 

128_ 36962, 37362 

341_ 36113 

30 CFR 

57 . 35999 

32 CFR 

872. 36010 

Proposed Rules: 

1459_ 36352 

1470—_ 36352 

32A CFR 

Ch. VI. — 36480 

33 CFR 

117_ 36334, 36335 

127_ 36963 

Proposed Rules: 

80_ 37204 

90. 37204 

Proposed Rules: 

Ch. I__- 36593, 36594 

21 _ 36595 

23. 36595 

25_ 36595 

71 __ 35385. 

35386, 35675, 36490, 36595, 36596, 
36862, 36972,36973,37396 

73_ 36863 

75__ 36863 

452.. 35648 

1020 36008 

Proposed Rules: 

32___ 35809 

310_ 35676 

328_ 36348 

333._ 37066 

610_ 35814 

700 _ 35675 

940 . 35438 

121. 36017 

231. 35676, 35677 

15 CFR 

30 35648 

377 36111 

16 CFR 

13 .. _ 35570, 

36000, 36001, 36324-36327. 36960, 
37192 

1500_ 36576 

Proposed Rules: 

439__ - 37217 

1015_ 36866 

17 CFR 

211_ 36578 

240_ 35343, 35570 

941 88878 

1312_ 37394 

22 CFR 

42_ 35573, 36113 

23 CFR 

1_ 36327 

170_ 36327 

420_ 36472 

620_ 36328 

630_ 35347, 36320, 36473 

637_ 35649 

645 36474 

646_ 36474 

650 _ _36331, 37193 

655 35650, 36860 

95_ 37204 

117_ _ 36349 

204_ 36347 

660_ _ 36332 

753 _ _ 36478 

Proposed Rules: 

470_ — 36350 

207_ 36348 

209_ 35369 

34 CFR 

233. 37367 

270__ 36002 

274_ 36002 

Proposed Rules: 

231_ 36354 

271_ 36354 

18 CFR 

35_ 37357 

154..- 37357 

157_ 35787 

Proposed Rut.es: 

2_ 36870 

32 37074 

750_ 36490 

1204 _ 36864 

24 CFR 

201___ 35334, 36478 

236_ 36009 

300_ 36583 

1914 _ 35654- 

35656, 36333, 36334, 36585, 37361, 
37362 

1915 36961 

Proposed Rules: 

58_ 36554 

275 26851 27066 

256.. 35787 

36 CFR 

601_ 35573 

Proposed Rules : 

7__—. 36670 

14_ 35656 

17__— 35356, 35796 

327_37198 

38 CFR 

Proposed Rules: 

3_ 36610 

39 CFR 

310— _ -- 36114 

601_ 35574 

Proposed Rules: 
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rules and regulations 

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of which are 
keyed to and codified In the Code of Federal Regulations, which is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL 
REGISTER Issue of each month. 


Title 7—Agriculture 

SUBTITLE A—OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
OF AGRICULTURE 

(Arndt. 1] 

p A RT 20—EXPORT SALES REPORTING 
REQUIREMENTS 

Certain Agricultural Commodities 

The export sales reporting regulations 
issued pursuant to section 812 of the 
Agricultural Act of 1970, as added by the 
Agriculture and Consumer Protection 
Act of 1973 (38 FR 28055, 39 FR 18630), 
requiring exporters to report informa¬ 
tion with respect to contracts for export 
sales of certain agricultural commodities, 
are amended to provide for the adminis¬ 
tration of the Export Sales Reporting 
Regulations by the Foreign Agricultural 
Service, which agency has now been as¬ 
signed responsibility for this function. In 
addition, the section of the regulations 
providing for the furnishing, upon re¬ 
quest, of reports and information, in 
addition to that specifically provided for 
in connection with weekly reports, 1s 
amended to make reference to the daily 
reporting of certain export sales when 
requested, which procedure has already 
been instituted in certain situations pur- 
the fact that pricing data may be re¬ 
quested in connection with some export 
sales contracts. 

Since no major change in the basic 
reporting responsibility with respect to 
export sales is made by this amendment, 
it is found upon good cause that com¬ 
pliance with the notice, public rulemak¬ 
ing procedures, and the 30-day effective 
date provisions of U.S.S.C. 533 is imprac¬ 
ticable, unnecessary, and contrary to the 
public interest, and that the revision 
should become effective as set forth 
below. 

Part 20 of Subtitle A of Title 7 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 

as follows: 

1. Section 20.2 is revised to read as 

follows: 

§ 20.2 Administration. 

The regulations of this part will be 
administered by the Foreign Agricultural 
Service (FAS) under the general super¬ 
vision of the Administrator, FAS. Infor¬ 
mation pertaining to these regulations 
may be obtained from the office speci¬ 
fied in 5 20.10. 

2. in § 20.4, paragraph (a) 1 Is revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 20.4 Definitions. 

• • * • • 

(a) "Administrator” The Administra¬ 
tor, Foreign Agricultural Service, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. 

• • • • • 

3. Section 20.7 is revised to read as 
follows: 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on Octo¬ 
ber 17, 1974. 

Richard J. Goodman, 
Acting Administrator , 
Foreign Agricultural Service. 
(FR Doc.74-24608 Filed 10-18-74;8:46 ami 


Title 8—Aliens and Nationality 


§ 20.7 Confidentiality of reports. 

A reporting exporter’s individual re¬ 
ports shall remain confidential and sub¬ 
ject to examination only by designees of 
the Administrator. Reports filed by ex¬ 
porters will be compiled and published in 
compilation form weekly or more often 
as deemed necessary. 

4. Section 20.10 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 20.10 Place of submission of reports. 

Weekly reports and information re¬ 
quired to be submitted in connection 
therewith shall be addressed to or deliv¬ 
ered to the following office: 

Foreign Agricultural Service 
Export Sales Reports 
US. Department of Agriculture 
South Agriculture Building 
14th and Independence Avenue 
Washington, D.C. 20250 

5. Section 20.11 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 20.11 Additional reports and informa¬ 
tion. 

(a) Daily Reports. The reporting ex¬ 
porter shall report daily to the Foreign 
Agricultural Service information with 
respect to sales of agricultural commod¬ 
ities as requested. Daily reports shall 
be made by telephone no later than 3 
p.m., eastern time, on the next business 
day following the calendar day of the 
sale and shall be confirmed in writing. 

(b) Additonal Information. The re¬ 
porting exporter shall file such other 
additional reports and information, in¬ 
cluding price data, as may be requested 
with respect to export sales of agricul¬ 
tural commodities. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective October 18, 1974. 

(Sec. 812 of the Agricultural Act of 1970, as 
added by the Agriculture and Consumer Pro¬ 
tection Act of 1973, 87 Stat. 238. 7 UJ3.C. 
612C-3.) 


CHAPTER I—IMMIGRATION AND NAT¬ 
URALIZATION SERVICE, DEPARTMENT 
OF JUSTICE 

(CO 845-PI 

PART 341—CERTIFICATES OF 
CITIZENSHIP 

Suspension of Special Procedure Author¬ 
izing Naturalization Applicant To File, 
Prior to Naturalization, Application for 
Certificate of Citizenship for Derivative 
Child 

Under the provisions of sections 320 
and 321 of the Immigration and Nation¬ 
ality Act (66 Stat. 245; 8 U.S.C. 1431, 
1432) a child born outside the United 
States of an alien parent or parents may 
derive United States citizenship through 
the naturalization of such parent or par¬ 
ents. Section 341 of that Act (66 Stat. 
263; 8 U.S.C. 1452) provides that a per¬ 
son who claims to have derived United 
States citizenship through the naturali¬ 
zation of a parent may apply for the issu¬ 
ance of a certificate of citizenship. Cur¬ 
rent regu latio ns in Implementation 
thereof (8 CFR 341.1(b)) provide a spe¬ 
cial procedure whereby a parent who is 
an applicant for naturalization may, prior 
to his actual naturalization, apply for a 
certificate of citizenship on behalf of his 
child (ren) bom outside the United States 
who will derive citizenship upon his nat¬ 
uralization. This special regulatory pro¬ 
cedure was instituted by the Service on 
its own initiative. However, as the result 
of an Increased workload without a com¬ 
mensurate increase in the authorized 
work force, it has become imperative to 
critically and objectively review all func¬ 
tions and establish certain priorities. In 
conjunction therewith, it has been deter¬ 
mined necessary to suspend the opera¬ 
tion of this special procedure until such 
time as manpower considerations render 
practicable or feasible its reinstitution. 

In the light of the foregoing, the pro¬ 
visions of $ 341.1(b) of Chapter I of Title 
8 of the Code of Federal Regulations are 
hereby suspended until October 1, 1975, 
unless the suspension is revoked prior 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


thereto by notice published In the Fed¬ 

eral Register. 

Dated: October 16.1974. 

L. F. Chapman. Jr., 
Commissioner of Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

|FR Doc.74-24446 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 ami 

Title 10—Energy 

CHAPTER I—ATOMIC ENERGY 
COMMISSION 

PART 25 —PERMITS FOR ACCESS TO RE¬ 
STRICTED DATA CONCERNING THE 

SEPARATION OF URANIUM ISOTOPES 

Correction 

In FR Doc. 73-8693, appearing at page 
10803, in the issue for Wednesday, May 2, 
1973, the following correction is made: 

1. In § 25.15 on page 10804, second col¬ 
umn, the following is inserted after the 
twenty-second line: 

§ 25.15 [Amended] 

* • • • • 

(ii) Is furnishing to a permittee hav¬ 
ing access to Category C-24 under the 
subdivision (i) of this subparagraph sub¬ 
stantial scientific, engineering, or other 
professional services to be used by said 
permittee in carrying out the activities 
for which said permittee received access 
to Category C-24. 

Dated at Germantown, Maryland this 
15th day of October 1974. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Paul C. Bender, 
Secretary of the Commission. 

[FR Doc.74-24444 Plied 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket No. 74-NE-41; Arndt. 39-1997] 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVE 
Avco Lycoming Aircraft Engines 

There have been contained failures of 
the second, third, and fourth stage com¬ 
pressor rotor disks and centrifugal im¬ 
peller assemblies on Avco Lycoming 
T5313A turboshaft engines due to stress 
rupture, stress corrosion or fatigue which 
have resulted in partial or complete en¬ 
gine power losses. Since this condition is 
likely to exist or develop in other engines 
of the same model, an Airworthiness Di¬ 
rective is being issued to require the re¬ 
moval of the compressor rotor disks and 
centrifugal impeller assemblies and re¬ 
placement with new improved disks and 
impeller assemblies. Due to the high 
spread in time in these failures, this re¬ 
placement is required within 100 hours 
time in service after the effective date of 
this Airworthiness Directive. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this regulation, 
it is found that notice and public pro¬ 
cedure hereon are impractical and 
good cause exists for making this amend¬ 
ment effective in less than thirty (30) 
days. 


In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89), 
$ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations is amended by adding the 
following new Airworthiness Directive: 


Avco Lycoming. Applies to all Avco Lycoming 
T5313A turboshaft engines 
Compliance required, unless already ac¬ 
complished, prior to the accumulation of 
100 hours In service after the effective date 
of this AD. 

To prevent possible compressor disk or 
centrifugal Impeller assembly failures leading 
to partial or complete loss of engine power, 
remove and replace the first, second, third, 
fourth, and fifth stage compressor rotor disks 
and centrifugal Impeller assemblies in ac¬ 
cordance with the table below. 


Remove: 


P/N 

First stage compressor rotor 

disk assembly_ 1-100-700-05 

Socket head cap screw_1-100-214-06 

Second stage compressor ro¬ 
tor disk assembly_1-100-710-05 

1-100-710-09 

1-100-710-10 

Third stage compressor ro¬ 
tor disk assembly_ 1-100-230-06 

1-100-230-07 

Fourth stage compressor ro¬ 
tor disk assembly_ 1-100-240-08 

1-100-240-10 

1-100-240-15 

Fifth stage compressor rotor 

disk assembly_ 1-100-450-09 

First stage compressor rotor 

spacer .. 1-100-201-05 

Second stage compressor ro¬ 
tor spacer- 1-100-202-03 

Third stage compressor rotor 

spacer - 1-100-203-03 

Fourth stage compressor ro¬ 
tor spacer_ 1-100-204-00 

Fifth tsage compressor rotor 


Fourth stage compressor ro¬ 
tor spacer- 1-100-204-06 

Fifth stage compressor rotor 

spacer - 1-100-416-07 

Sleeve seal- 1-100-482-01 

Centrifugal compressor Im¬ 
peller assembly_i_ioo^440-07 

Compressor rotor sleeve_ 1-100-207-05 

Compressor rear shaft_ 1-100-137-04 

Install: p/n 

Front shaft assembly_ 1-101-080-01 

Socket head cap screw_ 1-100-506-02 

Compressor rotor subassem¬ 
bly . 1-101-090-02 

Centrifugal compressor Im¬ 
peller assembly_ 1-100-078-08 

Compressor rear shaft_ 1-100-601-01 

Lock cup washer_ 1-100-148-01 

Double hexagon extended 

washer head bolt_ 1-100-502-02 


Upon submission of substantiating data 
through an FAA Maintenance Inspector, the 
Chief, Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch. FAA, New England Region, may ad¬ 
just the compliance time. 

Note: (Avco Lycoming Service Bulletin 
Number 0037 pertains to this subject.) 

This amendment Is effective October 31, 
1974. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601 and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 UB.C. 1354(a), 1421 
and 1423) and Sec. 6(c) of the Department 
of Transportation Act (49 UJS.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts on 
October 11. 1974. 

Ferris J. Howland, 
Director , New England Region. 

[FR Doc.74-24393 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 74-NE-39; Amdt.39-1992] 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVE 
Sikorsky S-61 Series Helicopters 

There have been instances where the 
main rotor blade leading edge counter¬ 
weights have come loose and have been 
free to move within the blade spar cavity. 
This condition has caused excessive vi¬ 
bration of the blade and the counter¬ 
weights, when loose, can damage the 
blade spar. Since this condition is likely 
to exist or develop in other helicopters 
having blades of the same design, an Air¬ 
worthiness Directive is being issued to 
require an inspection of the blade spar to 
detect any displacement of leading edge 
counterweights in accordance with Sikor¬ 
sky Alert Service Bulletin 61B15-18. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this regulation, it 
is found that notice and public procedure 
hereon are impracticable and good cause 
exists for making this amendment effec¬ 
tive in less than thirty (30) days. 

In consideration of the foregoing and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (14 CFR 11.89), 
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Regulations is amended by adding 
the following new Airworthiness Direc¬ 
tive: 

Sikorsky Aircraft. Applies to S-61L, S- 
61N, S-61R, and 8-61NM Helicopters 
Certificated in All Categories 

Compliance required as Indicated. 

To chock security of leading edge counter¬ 
weights in S6115-20501 series. SCI 15-20601 
series, S6117-20101 series, and S6188-15001 
series main rotor blades accomplish the fol¬ 
lowing: 

(a) Within 20 days after the effective date 
of this AD, unless already accomplished, con¬ 
duct a radiographic or fluoroscopic inspection 
of the main rotor blade spars in accordance 
with paragraph A or B of Sikorsky Alert Serv¬ 
ice Bulletin 61B15-18. 

(b) If any unusual one-per-rev vibration 
Is noted. Inspect each main rotor blade for 
a possible free counterweight In accordance 
with paragraph C of Sikorsky Alert Service 
Bulletin 61B15-18. 

(c) Upon request of the operator, equiva¬ 
lent methods of compliance with the inspec¬ 
tion requirements of this AD may be ap¬ 
proved by the Chief, Engineering and Manu¬ 
facturing Branch, New England Region, If the 
request contains substantiating data to Jus¬ 
tify that equivalent method for that operator. 

This amendment becomes effective 
October 30,1974. 

(Secs. 313(a). 601, and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 UJ3.C. 1354(a). 1421. 
and 1423) and Sec. 6(c) of the Department 
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)) 
(The incorporation by reference provi¬ 
sions in this document were approved by 
the Director of the Federal Register on 
June 19.1967.) 

Issued In Burlington, Massachusetts, 
on October 8,1974. 

Ferris J. Howland, 
Director , New England Region. 

[FR Doc.74-24395 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 
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[Airspace Docket No. 74-NE-28J 

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL 

airways, AREA LOW ROUTES con¬ 
trolled AIRSPACE AND REPORTING 

POINTS 

Alteration of Transition Area 

On Page 29194 of the Federal Register 
dated August 14, 1974, the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration published a notice of 
proposed rule making which would alter 
the Augusta, Maine, 700-foot Transition 
Area. 

Interested parties were given thirty 
(30) days after publication in which to 
submit written data or views. No objec¬ 
tions to the proposed regulations have 
been received. 

In view of the foregoing, the proposed 
regulations are hereby adopted effective 
0901 G.m.t., January 2, 1975. 

(Sec. 307(a). of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958, 72 8tat. 749 (49 UJ3.C. 1348); sec. 6(c), 
Department of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c))) 

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, 
on October 3. 1974. 

Ferris J. Howland, 
Director, New England Region. 

1. Amend 5 71.181 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
delete the description of the Augusta, 
Maine, 700-foot transition area and in¬ 
sert the following in lieu thereof: 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within an 8-mile 
radius of the center of the Augusta State 
Airport (latitude 44»19' N.. longitude 69°48' 
W.) and within 6.5 miles northeast and 9.5 
miles southwest of the 328° bearing extend¬ 
ing 24 miles northwest of the airport. 

[FR Doc.74—24394 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 amj 


CHAPTER V—NATIONAL AERONAUTICS 
AND SPACE ADMINISTRATION 

PART 1206— RELEASE OF INFORMATION 
AND OTHER AGENCY RECORDS TO 
MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC 

Inspection of Information and Other 
Records; Correction 

In the amendment to Part 1206 printed 
in tlie Federal Register of October 10, 
1974 (39 F JR. 36468), the amendatory 
language for the first revision should 
have read “1. Section 1206.401 revised in 
Its entirety as follows:" instead of * *1. 
8 ubpart 4 revised In Its entirety as 
follows:”. 

Angela M. Murphy, 

Chief, Management Issuances 
and Information Branch, 
|FB Doc.74-34448 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 
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Title 18—Conservation of Power and Water 
Resources 

CHAPTER I—FEDERAL POWER 
COMMISSION 

[Docket No. RM74-18, Order No. 513] 

PART 35—FILING OF RATE SCHEDULES 

PART 154—RATE SCHEDULES AND 
TARIFFS 

Rate of Interest on Amounts Subject to 
Refund 

October 10, 1974. 

On April 23, 1974, we issued a notice 
of proposed rulemaking in which we 
stated that we were considering amend¬ 
ing §§ 35.19(a), 154.102(c) and 154.67(c) 
of our regulations under the Federal 
Power Act and the Natural Gas Act to 
provide for a change in the interest rate 
(presently seven percent per annum) on 
amounts subject to refund. The notice 
further stated that substantial changes 
in economic conditions since the present 
rate was established in December of 
1971 1 had given rise to our belief that 
this present rate should be reviewed and 
reevaluated, and. In addition, the notice 
invited interested parties to submit writ¬ 
ten comments on our amendment pro¬ 
posal on or before June 7, 1974. Sub¬ 
sequently, on May 24, 1974, the Edison 
Electric Institute filed a request for an 
extension of the comment date, and pur¬ 
suant to such request, on May 31. 1974. a 
notice was issued by the Commission 
Secretary extending the comment period 
to July 8, 1974. Since the issuance of our 
original notice in this docket, we have 
received comments from some fifty-one 
parties (some of whom filed comments 
jointly) * 

Comments in support of changing the 
interest rate applicable to amounts sub¬ 
ject to refund generally relied on one or 
more of the following rationales: 

(1) Large increases in the prime rate 
since December 1971, without a concur¬ 
rent increase in the refund interest rate, 
give companies the incentive to inflate 
their rate filings so as to obtain short¬ 
term borrowings (which this position 
equates with amounts subject to refund) 
at the low rate of 7 percent; 

(2) Because amounts collected sub¬ 
ject to refund are essentially sources of 
short-term debt capital, the interest 
rates on such amounts should reflect 
market conditions applicable to short¬ 
term borrowings, and since interest rates 
on short-term loans are characteris¬ 
tically higher than the prime rate for 
preferred borrowers, the prime rate 
should be viewed as the absolute floor 
for the refund interest rate; 

<3) The Commission itself has recog¬ 
nized that the refund interest rate 
should exceed the prime rate in its 
Order No. 442 (issued December 3, 1971) 


* Docket No. R-419, Order No. 442, Issued 
December 3, 1971. 

* See Appendix, filed as part of the original 

document. 
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whereby it set the refund interest rate 
at 7 percent when the prime rate was 
then at a 5% percent level; 

(4) While the prime rate exceeds 7 
percent, gas purchasers are penalized by 
"investing** amounts subject to refund at 
sub-prime rate levels; 

(5) The refund interest rate should be 
a fluctuating rate because the prime rate 
and short-term interest rates are sub¬ 
ject to substantial fluctuation and with 
modem computerized accounting a fluc¬ 
tuating rate would not be difficult to 
administer; 

(6) The refund interest rate should be 
equated with the company's capitaliza¬ 
tion rate for funds used during construc¬ 
tion since this rate reflects what a pipe¬ 
line collects for having used its own 
money in a project prior to Inclusion of 
that project in rate base; 

(7) The refund interest rates should 
be pegged to the interest rate on short¬ 
term U.S. Government securities as these 
represent a prudent consumer invest¬ 
ment alternative with a risk comparable 
to moneys collected subject to refund; 
and 

(8) The refund interest rate should 
be periodically reviewed and set at 1 
percent above the current prime rate so 
as to reflect the current cost of retail 
credit. 

Comments opposing a change in the 
refund interest rate have, In summary, 
adopted one or more of the following 
positions: 

(1) The refund interest rate should 
not be keyed to the prime rate because: 

(a) The prime rate is subject to vola¬ 
tile shifts and corresponding changes in 
the refund interest rate would be ad¬ 
ministratively disruptive, 

(b) Government-owned and financed 
utilities can borrow at much less than 
the prime rate, 

(c) The present high prime rate Is 
merely the result of temporary Federal 
Reserve Board monetary policies de¬ 
signed to curb inflation, and 

(d) The prime rate does not repre¬ 
sent the effective interest rate applicable 
to short-term borrowings which 
amounts collected subject to refund most 
closely parallel; 

(2) The refund interest rate should 
not be keyed to short-term interest 
rates because short-term interest rates, 
also, are subject to volatile fluctuation 
and because such rates are usually the 
result of "arm's length" negotiation for 
an interest rate on money borrowed for 
a specified period of time whereas in the 
case of amounts collected subject to re¬ 
fund, a company is forced to pay a spec¬ 
ified interest rate and it is speculative as 
to how long the company may be able to 
retain all of the funds; 

(3) The refund interest rate should 
not exceed the embedded debt cost of 
privately-owned utilities which, in many 
cases, is currently less than 7 percent; 

(4) The refund interest rate serves to 
compensate consumers for the depriva¬ 
tion of the use of their "unlawfully col¬ 
lected" money and as amounts collected 
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subject to refund (which are ultimately 
ordered to be refunded) are a virtually 
risk-free investment, they can be 
equated with passbook savings accounts 
the interest on which is still less than 
7 percent; 

(5) The deepening natural gas crisis 
requires that producers have a maxi¬ 
mum amount of capital available for ex¬ 
ploration and raising the refund inter¬ 
est rate would serve to reduce that 
amount of available capital; 

(6) The purpose of the refund inter¬ 
est rate is to prevent the unjust en¬ 
richment of producers and pipelines, 
but since quarterly Federal Income 
Taxes must be paid on these amounts, 
the benefits to producers and pipelines 
holding such funds are greatly de¬ 
creased and any increase in the refund 
interest rate would penalize such com¬ 
panies for seeking a rate increase; 

(7) Because of the diversity of types 
of consumers (e.g. commercial, indus¬ 
trial, residential), it would be impossi¬ 
ble to set one rate at which consumers 
could borrow (i.e. on the theory that 
consumers should be compensated for 
the use of their money at the same rate 
which they would have to pay to borrow 
the same amount); 

(8) Because small independent pro¬ 
ducers are restricted in their investment 
of amounts collected subject to refund 
to U.S. Treasury Bonds which generally 
bear low interest rates, an increase in 
the refund interest rate would penalize 
them; and 

(9) If a change in the refund interest 
rate is determined to be in the public 
interest, such change should be applied 
prospectively only. 

In the light of the foregoing, we be¬ 
lieve that several observations are in 
order. Amounts collected subject to re¬ 
fund are a regulatory fact-of-life stem¬ 
ming from the coincidence of several 
factors. To effectuate a rate increase a 
company subject to our jurisdiction must 
file for that increase and await our de¬ 
termination of whether all or any por¬ 
tion of that increase is just and reason¬ 
able. Due to the complexity of the issues 
involved and the hearings which are 
many times found necessary to resolve 
such issues, the determination of the 
justness and reasonableness of a par¬ 
ticular rate in many instances cannot be 
made until after the proposed rates have 
been placed into effect subject to refund. 
The point is that as our system of regu_ 
lation is presently constituted, collect¬ 
ing amounts subject to refund is ad¬ 
ministratively unavoidable. The actual 
amount of such collections which a com¬ 
pany may ultimately be permitted to re¬ 
tain, and the length of time in which a 
company may be allowed to retain the 
whole of such collections, are both ad¬ 
ministrative variables. For this reason 
the fund representing amounts subject 
to refund is a highly speculative figure 
and is relatively unreliable as a source 
of (short-term) capital, and though 
theoretically it might be stated that 
companies could artificially inflate their 
filings to provide for a larger fund of 
this type, the speculative nature of the 
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fund coupled with the expense of un¬ 
dergoing extensive litigation in regard to 
the filing would mitigate any probable 
benefits the company might derive from 
such a tactic. Accordingly, based on 
these facts, we believe that interest on 
amounts collected subject to refund 
cannot be equated with the interest on 
any one type of investments available to 
the collecting companies. 

Similarly, neither can these funds be 
equated with consumer investments. The 
involuntary nature of the payment of 
such amounts alone dispenses with such 
an analogy as an absolute. The customer 
is not given the choice of whether to 
pay—he is obligated to do so and thus 
he cannot choose to “invest” in another 
instrument of comparable risk. 

Therefore, setting an appropriate in¬ 
terest rate on amounts subject to re¬ 
fund involves more than merely attempt¬ 
ing to parallel it with interest rates on 
short-term borrowings or with interest 
rates on passbook savings accounts. The 
fund itself is unique, and while interest 
on the fund serves to compensate the 
customer for the use of his money, it 
should not be so low as to unjustly en¬ 
rich filing companies and should not 
be so high as to penalize the company 
for seeking a rate increase. Thus the 
interest rate cannot be keyed to any 
single financial criterion but must re¬ 
flect a variety of money market rates. 

While we agree that there is no specific 
formula for making a determination such 
as this, we cannot ignore the major 
changes in financial conditions since the 
7 percent rate was set in Order No. 442 
in December 1971. Between that date and 
July 1974 the predominant prime rate 
quoted by commercial banks to large 
businesses has advanced from 5 y 2 per¬ 
cent to 12 percent.* * It is now more than 
a year since the prime rate was as low as 
7 percent. Between December 1971 and 
July 1974 the average rate on new issues 
of 3-month Treasury bills advanced from 
4 percent to 7.8 percent and the rate on 
prime 90-119 day commercial paper in¬ 
creased from 4.7 percent to 11.9 percent. 4 
Other short-term money rates have 
moved in roughly parallel fashion. In 
the past two and one-half years the Na¬ 
tion’s money markets have been sub¬ 
jected to volatile fluctuations and 
though these fluctuations have not yet 
ceased, most likely any near-term level¬ 
ing off of market rates will occur at a 
higher point than the levels prevailing 
when the 7 percent refund rate was es¬ 
tablished. We believe that, under these 
conditions, an increase to 9 percent is 
warranted and will “avoid imposing 
harsh penalties or enrichment to those 
placing rates in effect subject to re¬ 
fund.” 4 

In addition, we find that the reasons 
set out in our Order No. 422 for the es¬ 
tablishment of a fixed refund interest 
rate are as valid today as they were in 


•See Federal Reserve Bulletin, December 

1973, p. A32 and August 1974, p. A28. 

* Ibid., December 1972, p. A35, and August 

1974, p. A29. 

6 Order No. 442, 46 FPC 1288. 


1971, namely, that a fixed interest rate 
will: (1) Eliminate widely varying in¬ 
terest rates between companies and, at 
times, within the same company on dif¬ 
ferent filings, (2) eliminate confusion 
among the interested parties which are 
to receive the refunds, and (3) simplify 
the recordkeeping applicable thereto. For 
these and the foregoing reasons, we be¬ 
lieve it is in the public interest to estab¬ 
lish 9 percent as the interest rate on 
amounts held subject to refund. The 9 
percent interest rate shall apply to all 
amounts collected subject to refund in 
rate filings made on or after the date of 
issuance of this order. 

The Commission will continue to re¬ 
assess the interest rate applicable to re¬ 
funds from time to time, and will make 
such adjustments, upward or downward, 
as shown to be proper in rule-making 
proceedings instituted for this purpase. 

The Commission finds. (1) The notice 
and opportunity to participate in this 
rulemaking by submission, in writing, of 
data, views, and comments in the man¬ 
ner described above are consistent and 
in accordance with the procedural re¬ 
quirements of section 553 of Title 5 of the 
United States Code. 

(2) The amendments of the Commis¬ 
sion’s regulations herein prescribed are 
necessary and appropriate for adminis¬ 
tration of the Federal Power Act and 
the Natural Gas Act. 

(3) Since the amendments prescribed 
herein affect current refunds, etc., good 
cause exists for making these amend¬ 
ments effective upon issuance of this 
order. 

The Commission, acting pursuant to 
the authority granted by the Federal 
Power Act and the Natural Gas Act, as 
amended, particularly sections 205 and 
309 thereof (49 Stat. 851, 852, 858, 859; 
16 U.S.C. 824d, 825HO and the provision 
of the Natural Gas Act, as amended, par¬ 
ticularly sections 4 and 16 thereof (52 
Stat. 822, 830; 76 Stat. 72; 15 U.S.C. 717c, 
717o), orders: 

(A) Effective upon issuance of this 
order. Part 35, $ 35.19a of the Commis¬ 
sion’s regulations under the Federal 
Power Act, in Subchapter B, Chapter I. 
Title 18 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions is revised to read: 

§ 35.19a Refund requirements under 
suspension orders. 

Unless otherwise ordered by the Com¬ 
mission. the public utility whose pro¬ 
posed increased rates or charges were 
suspended shall refund at such times and 
in such amounts to the person entitled 
thereto, and in such manner as may be 
required by final order of the Commis¬ 
sion in the suspension proceeding, the 
portion of the increased rates or charges 
found by the Commission in that pro¬ 
ceeding not justified, together with in¬ 
terest at the rate of seven percent per 
annum for all rate filings tendered prior 
to October 10, 1974, and nine percent 
per annum for all rate filings tendered 
on or after October 10, 1974, from the 
date of payment until refunded, shall 
bear all costs of such refunding; shall 
keep accurate accounts in detail of all 
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amounts received by reason of the in¬ 
creased rates or charges which become 
effective after the suspension period, for 
each billing period, specifying by whom 
and in whose behalf such amounts were 
paid; and shall report (original and one 
copy) in writing and under oath, to the 
Commission monthly, for each billing 
period, and for each purchaser the bill¬ 
ing determinants of electric energy sold 
and delivered to such purchasers under 
the suspended agreements or tariffs and 
the revenues resulting therefrom as com¬ 
puted under the rates in effect immedi¬ 
ately prior to the date the proposed in¬ 
creased rates or charges become effec¬ 
tive, and under the proposed increased 
rates or charges that become effective 
after the suspension period, together 
with the differences in the revenues so 
computed. 

(B) Effective upon the issuance of this 
order. § 154.67(c) of the Commission’s 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act in 
Subchapter E, Chapter I, Title 18 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is revised 
to read: 

§ 154.67 Suspended changes in rale 
schedules; motions to make effective 
at end of period of suspension; pro¬ 
cedure, 

• * * ♦ + 

(c) The pipeline company shall refund 
at such time and in such manner as may 
be required by final order of the Commis¬ 
sion, the portion of any increased rates 
and charges found by the Commission in 
that proceeding to be not justified, to¬ 
gether with interest at the rate of seven 
percent per annum for all rate filings 
tendered prior to October 10, 1974, and 
nine percent per annum for all rate fil¬ 
ings tendered on or after October 10, 
1974, from the date of payment to the 
pipeline company until refunded; shall 
bear all costs of any such refunding; shall 
keep accurate accounts in detail of all 
amounts received by reason of the in¬ 
creased rates or charges made effective 
as provided in this order, for each billing 
period; and shall report (original and 
one copy) in writing and under oath to 
the Commission monthly, for each billing 
period, by customer, the billing deter¬ 
minants of natural gas sold and trans¬ 
ported and the revenues resulting there¬ 
from, as computed under the rates In 
effect immediately prior to the effective 
date of change, and under the rates 
which become effective pursuant to the 
motion, together with the differences in 
the revenues so computed. 

• • • • » 

(C) Effective upon the issuance of this 
order, § 154.102(c) of the Commission’s 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
in Subchapter E, Chapter I, Title 18 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations is revised 
to read: 

§ 1^4.102 Suspended clmngeA in rale 
M'hedule8; motions to make effective 
at end of period of suspension; 
procedure, 

• • • • • 

(c) Upon an Increased rate being made 
effective pursuant to the provisions of 
this section the independent producer 


shall be obligated to keep accurate 
accounts in detail of all amounts re¬ 
ceived by reason of the increased rates 
or charges for each billing period, and 
for each purchaser; the billing deter¬ 
minants of natural gas sales to such 
purchasers and the revenues resulting 
therefrom, as computed under the 
rates in effect Immediately prior to the 
effective date of the change, and under 
the rates which become effective pur¬ 
suant to the motion, together with the 
differences in the revenues so computed; 
and to refund at such times and in such 
amounts to the persons entitled thereto, 
and in such manner as may be required 
by final order of the Commission, the 
portion of any increased rate found by 
the Commission in that proceeding not 
justified, together with Interest thereon 
at the rate of seven percent per annum 
for all rate filings tendered prior to Octo¬ 
ber 10.1974, and nine percent per annum 
for all rate filings tendered on or after 
October 10, 1974, from the date of pay¬ 
ment to the producer until refunded, 
except as provided In paragraph (f) of 
this section; and to bear all costs of any 
such refunding. 

(D) The Secretary of the Commission 
shall cause prompt publication of this 
order to be made In the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 

[sealI Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-24376 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 ami 


Title 20—Employees' Benefits 

CHAPTER III—SOCIAL SECURITY ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

[Reg. No. 16] 

PART 416—SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY 
INCOME FOR THE AGED, BLIND, AND 
DISABLED 

Decisions of Presumptive Disability 

On February 1, 1974, there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
4115) a Notice of Proposed Rule Making 
with proposed regulations in Subpart I 
of Regulations No. 16 relating to deci¬ 
sions of presumptive disability under 
title XVT of the Social Security Act, as 
amended by section 301 of the Social Se¬ 
curity Amendments of 1972 (Pub. L. 92- 
603) approved October 30, 1972. These 
proposed regulations provided: (1) The 
definition of presumptive disability, (2) 
the conditions under which presumptive 
disability benefits may be paid, (3) the 
duration and termination of benefits 
based on presumptive disability, and (4) 
the applicability of the presumptive dis¬ 
ability provision to certain converted re¬ 
cipients. 

Interested parties were given 30 days 
within which to submit data, views, or 
arguments. The comment period has 
elapsed, and four letters of comment 
were received in response to the pro¬ 
posals. There follows a discussion of the 
comments. 

Proposed § 416.951 stated that benefits 
on the basis of presumptive disability 
may be paid for a period not exceeding 
3 months. One writer urged that pay¬ 


ments on the basis of presumptive disa¬ 
bility not be limited to 3 months but con¬ 
tinue until a final decision of disability 
is made. This cannot be done unless new 
legislation is enacted since section 1631 
(a) (4) (B) of the Social Security Act 
specifically limits presumptive disability 
payments to a period not exceeding 3 
months, except for one class of recipients 
for whom Pub. L. 93-256 (88 Stat. 52) 
makes special provision. However, every 
effort is being made to arrive at a formal 
disability determination before the end 
of the 3-month period. Another writer 
recommended that allowances be made 
for presumptive disability payments 
made to individuals who are later found 
to be ineligible. This point is taken care 
of by section 1631(a)(4)(B) of the Act, 
as amended by Pub. L. 93-233, which 
specifies that presumptive disability pay¬ 
ments shall not be considered overpay¬ 
ments in the event the subsequent 
formal determination is that the indi¬ 
vidual is not under a disability; § 416.951 
of the regulations incorporates this 
provision. 

Proposed § 416.953 defined the types of 
evidence required for a decision of pre¬ 
sumptive disability. Two writers com¬ 
mented that the presumptive disability 
criteria should be broadened and made 
less restrictive. No change of language 
has been made since the proposed regu¬ 
lation does not prevent a broad applica¬ 
tion of the presumptive disability provi¬ 
sion. The only restriction in the proposed 
amendments is that in the absence of 
medical evidence only certain readily 
observable severe impairments may be 
presumed to be disabling (§ 416.953(b)). 
All other Impairments are subject to a 
presumptive disability decision based on 
sufficient medical evidence to show a 
high probability of disability. Such evi¬ 
dence can in most cases be quickly 
obtained by telephone calls to treating 
sources by personnel in contracting 
State agencies. 

Section 416.954 provided that certain 
individuals who became eligible under 
an approved State plan after June 1973 
would receive presumptive disability pay¬ 
ments for not more than 3 months. Three 
writers urged that these benefits be con¬ 
tinued until a formal determination of 
disability is made. Subsequent to the re¬ 
ceipt of these comments, the intent of 
the recommendation was brought about 
through enactment of Public Law 93-256 
on March 28, 1974. This law provides 
that such individuals may be paid sup¬ 
plemental security income benefits on the 
basis of presumptive disability for any 
calendar month in 1974 up to and includ¬ 
ing the month in which a formal deter¬ 
mination is made as to whether such 
individual is disabled, without regard to 
the 3-month limitation in section 1631 
(a) (4) (B) of the Act. Section 416.954 
of the proposed regulations has been re¬ 
vised to reflect this amendment to the 
Social Security Act. 

One writer expressed concern as to 
whether final action on an application 
would be accomplished within the 3- 
month period and another writer sug¬ 
gested that a 60-day maximum time 
frame be established for the processing 
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of disability claims. Current effort is di¬ 
rected toward processing Supplemental 
Security Income disability applications 
in the shortest possible time with the ex¬ 
pectation that a formal disability deci¬ 
sion w T ill be made before the end of the 
3-month period. However, there will be 
some cases where problems are encoun¬ 
tered which will prolong processing. 
Therefore, establishment of a 60-day 
maximum time frame for all cases could 
not be complied with. 

Another writer urged the adoption of 
a more expansive emergency aid program 
for adults. This concern apparently goes 
beyond the manner of administering title 
XVI and is dependent upon legislative 
enactments. 

One writer recommended that provi¬ 
sion be made for Federal reimbursement 
for medical assistance received by per¬ 
sons who are eligible for benefits because 
of presumptive disability during the pe¬ 
riod they are so eligible. This proposal 
is not within the scope of the subject 
amendments. However, this issue is now 
being considered by the Social and Re¬ 
habilitation Service (Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare) in con¬ 
nection with 45 CFR 248.80. 

With the changes in §§ 416.951, 416.- 
952, and 416.954 to comply with Pub. L. 
93-256, the amendments as proposed in 
the notice of proposed rule making are 
adopted and set forth below. 

(Secs. 1102, 1614, and 1631 of the Social Se¬ 
curity Act; 49 Stat. 647. as amended. 86 St&t. 
1471, as amended by 88 8tat. 62, 86 Stat. 1476; 
(42 UJ3.C. 1302, 1382c. 1383)) 

Effective date. These amendments 
shall be effective on October 21, 1974. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro¬ 
gram No. 13.807, Supplemental Security In¬ 
come Program.) 

Dated; September 23.1974. 

J. B. Cardwell, 
Commissioner of Social Security. 

Approved: October 15.1974. 

Caspar W. Weinberger, 
Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare. 

Part 416 of Chapter m of Title 20 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations Is 
amended by adding new §§416.951- 
416.954 reading as follows: 

§ 416.951 Presumptive disability—gen¬ 
eral. 

Payment may be made to an In¬ 
dividual applying for supplemental 
security income benefits on the basis of 
disability, prior to a determination of 
disability if such individual is found to 
be presumptively disabled and has been 
determined to meet all other eligibility 
requirements. Except as provided by 
§ 416.954, payment may be made for a 
period not exceeding three months. Any 
payments made on the basis of pre¬ 
sumptive disability shall not be con¬ 
sidered overpayments if the Individual Is 
subsequently found not to be an eligible 
individual or an eligible spouse solely on 
the basis of a determination that he is 
not under a disability. 
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§ 416.952 Initiation, duration and ter¬ 
mination of payment* made on the 
basis of presumptive disability. 

Except as provided by § 416.954. pay¬ 
ments may be made on the basis of pre¬ 
sumptive disability for a period of not 
more than three months beginning with 
and for the month in which the pre¬ 
sumptive disability decision is rendered. 
Payments on the basis of presumptive 
disability will end with the earlier of the 
following: 

(a) The month in which the disability 
determination is made, or 

(b) The third monthly payment based 
on presumptive disability. 

§ 416.953 Findings of presumptive dis¬ 
ability. 

(a) Findings of presumptive disability 
may be made when there Is evidence 
of a prima facie case of disability. A 
prim a facie case of disability is one in 
which the evidence available at the time 
of the presumptive disability decision, 
when viewed in light of the definition of 
disability in § 416.901(b) (1), reflects a 
high degree of probability that the ap¬ 
plicant is disabled as so defined. 

(b) In the case of readily observable 
severe impairments (e.g., amputation of 
extremities), a prima facie case of dis¬ 
ability may be present without medical 
evidence. In all other cases, a prima facie 
case of disability will be based on 
medical and other evidence wiiich, 
though not sufficient for a final 
determination of disability, is sufficient 
for authorized disability evaluators to 
determine that there is a high degree of 
probability that the applicant is dis¬ 
abled as defined in § 416.901(b)(1). 

§ 416.954 Presumptive disability for 
certain conversion recipients. 

An individual determined to be per¬ 
manently and totally disabled under a 
Sta' plan approved under title XIV or 
XVI of the Act as in effect for October 
1972 who received aid under such plan 
(on the basis of disability) for Decem¬ 
ber 1973 but who did not receive aid 
under such plan for at least one month 
prior to July 1973, as required by section 
1614(a)(3)(E) of the Act. may receive 
payments based on presumptive dis¬ 
ability for any month in calendar year 
1974 for which it has been determined he 
is otherwise eligible for such payments 
without regard to the three-month limi¬ 
tation in § 416.952, except that no such 
payment may be made for any month 
after the month in which the disability 
determination is made as to whether the 
individual is disabled as defined in 
§ 416.901(b)(1). 

(FR Doc.74-24476 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


Title 29—Labor 

CHAPTER IV—OFFICE OF LABOR-MAN¬ 
AGEMENT AND WELFARE-PENSION RE¬ 
PORTS , DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

PART 452—GENERAL STATEMENT CON¬ 
CERNING THE ELECTION PROVISIONS 
OF THE LABOR-MANAGEMENT RE¬ 
PORTING AND DISCLOSURE ACT OF 
1959 

Subpart E—Candidacy for Office; 

Reasonable Qualifications 
The Secretary of Labor has received 
comments on the use of the word "fore¬ 


man" as supervisory members who may 
not be candidates for or hold union office 
The Department of Labor did not intend 
to designate all foremen as managerial 
employees and will look to each case on 
an ad hoc basis to determine whether an 
individual with the title of foreman Is 
in fact so identified with management to 
warrant his exclusion from candidacy 

To clarify this position, § 452.47 of 29 
CFR Part 452. 38 FR 18330 (July 9 
1973), is amended by deleting the word 
"foremen." 

As this is an amendment to an inter¬ 
pretative rule, notice, public comment 
and delay in the effective date are un¬ 
necessary. Accordingly, this revision is 
effective immediately. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 15th 
day of October 1974. 

Paul J. Fasser, Jr., 
Assistant Secretary for 
Labor-Management Relations. 

[FR Doc.74-24468 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


PART 452—GENERAL STATEMENT CON¬ 
CERNING THE ELECTION PROVISIONS 
QF THE LABOR-MANAGEMENT RE¬ 
PORTING AND DISCLOSURE ACT OF 
1959 

Subpart J—Special Enforcement 
Provisions 

The Supreme Court, in "Hodgson v. 
Local Union 6799, Steelworkers Union 
of America," 403 U.S. 333. 91 S.Ct. 1841 
(1971), ruled that the Secretary of 
Labor may not include in his complaint 
a violation which was known to the pro¬ 
testing member but was not raised in the 
member's protest to the union. 

To reflect the Department’s enforce¬ 
ment policy in accordance with this de¬ 
cision. notice is hereby given of an 
amendment to § 452.136 of Chapter IV, 
Part 452, Subpart J. by adding para¬ 
graph (b-1) as follows: 

§ 452.136 Investigation of complaint by 
Director, Office of Labor Manage¬ 
ment and Welfare-Pension Reports 
and court action by flic Secretary. 

• • • • • 
(b-1) The Supreme Court, in "Hodg¬ 
son v. Local Union 6799, Steelworkers 
Union of America." 403 U.S. 333, 91 S.Ct. 
1841 (1971). ruled that the Secretary 
of Labor may not include in his com¬ 
plaint a violation which was known to 
the protesting member but was not 
raised in the member’s protest to the 
union. 

Complaints filed by the Department of 
Labor will accordingly be limited by 
that decision to the matters which may 
fairly be deemed to be within the scope 
of the member’s internal protest and 
those which investigation discloses he 
could not have been aware of. 

* * • • • 
Since this revision reflects the policy on 
filing a civil action by the Secretary in 
conformity with the Supreme Court's 
decision, it is effective immediately* 
Signed at Washington, D.C., this 15tli 
day of October 1974. 

Paul J. Fasser. Jr., 
Assistant Secretary for 
Labor-Management Relations. 
[FR Doc.74-24469 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 
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Title 24—Housing and Urban Development 

CHAPTER X—FEDERAL INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

SUBCHAPTER B—NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 

[Docket No. FI 381J 

PART 1914—AREAS ELIGIBLE FOR THE SALE OF INSURANCE 
Status of Participating Communities 

Section 1914.4 of Part 1914 of Subchapter B of Chapter X of Title 24 of the Code of Federal Regulations is amended by 
A/idinK in alphabetical sequence a new entry to the table. In this entry, a complete chronology of effective dates appears for each 
Ssted community. Each date appearing in the fourth column of the table is followed by a designation which indicates whether 
the date signifies the effective date of the authorization of the sale of flood insurance in the area under the emergency or the 
regular flood insurance program. The entry reads as follows: 

§ 1914.4 Status of participating communities. 


Effective data of authoriza* Hazard area 

County Location tion of sale of flood identified State map repository Local map repository 

insurance for area 


Colorado.Weld. Greeley, city of....... 

Illinois . Cook.. Bartlett, villose of. 

Kansas-. Wilson.Neodesha, city of. 

Kentucky. Campbell.Silver Grove, city of.. 

New York.Oneida.. Rome, city of--- 

Ohio .Franklin. Grove CTty, city of— 

Oregon. Columbia..Beappoose, city •i - 

X) 0 .Polk...- Monmouth, city of- 

Pennsylvania. Allegheny.Bridgevilie. borough of 

Washington. King... Redmond, city of. 


_ Oct. 13, 1974. Emergency_May 3,1974. 

.do.. Apr. 12,1074 . 

.do.Jan. 0,1974.. 

.do. Fob. 1, 1974 .. 

.do..Ang. 30,1974 . 

.do..May 17,1974 . 

.do..do. 

.do. May 24,1974 . 

..do.Feb. 8,1974 . 

.Mar. 22,1974 . 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1908 (title Xin of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968). effective Jan. 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, 
Nov. 28, 1968), as amended (secs. 408-^10, Pub. L. 91-152, Dec. 24. 1969), 42 U8.C. 4001-4127; and Secretary's delegation of authority to 
Federal Insurance Administrator, 34 FR 2680, Feb. 27, 1969) as amended, 39 FR 2787, Jan. 24, 1974. 


Issued: October 9,1974. 


Charles W. Wiecking, 

Acting Federal Insurance Administrator. 

|FR Doc.74-24340 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am) 


[Docket No. FI 382J 

PART 1914—AREAS ELIGIBLE FOR THE SALE OF INSURANCE 
Status of Participating Communities 

Section 1914.4 of Part 1914 of Subchapter B of Chapter X of Title 24 of the Code of Federal Regulations is amended by 
adding in alphabetical sequence a new entry to the table. In this entry, a complete chronology of effective dates appears for each 
listed community. Each date appearing in the fourth column of the table is followed by a designation which indicates whether 
the date signifies the effective date of the authorization of the sale of flood Insurance in the area under the emergency or the 
regular flood insurance program. The entry reads as follows: 


§ 1914.4 Status of participating communities. 


Stale 

County 

Location 

Effective date of authoriza¬ 
tion of sale of Hood 
insurance for area 

ITaxard area 

Identified State map repository Local map repository 

« 

• 

• 

• 

• • • 

Alabama. 

TT:l1p 

Mound vilie town of 

Oct. 11,1974. Emergency.... 

June 21,1974 . 

nSS 

Clay 

Green Cove Springs, city of 

__do_..... 

Apr. 12,1974.. 

Illinois 

kako.. 

I.rtke Zurich, village of _ 

. ..do...... 

Mar. 29,1974 . 

Louisiana 

Webster Parish.... 

Dunklin___ 

Coos 

U nlncorporated areas .... 



Missouri.. 

Oregon. 

Pennsylvania_ 

Vermont. 

Malden, city of... 

Bnndon, city of.. 


Mar* 29, 1974.. 

Doc. 28,1073 «••••••••••••••*»•«••••■•••••• 

(’bestir 

Lwchlan. township of.._ 

.do.. 

BepL fl, 1974 . 

Windsor.. 

Ludlow, town of. 




(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title Xin of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968). effective Jan. 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, 
Nov. 28, 1968), as amended (secs. 408-410, Pub. L. 91-152, Dec. 24, 1969), 42 U.S.O. 4001-4127; and Secretary's delegation of authority to 
Federal Insurance Administrator, 34 FR 2680, Feb. 27, 1969) as amended, 39 FR 2787, Jan. 24, 1974. 

Issued: October 4,1974. 

George K. Bernstein, 

Federal Insurance Administrator. 


[FR Doc.74-24341 Filed 10-18-74;8:46 am] 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


| Docket No. FI 388J 

PART 19X4—AREAS ELIGIBLE FOR THE SALE OF INSURANCE 
Status of Participating Communities 

Section 1914.4 of Part 1914 of Subchapter B of Chapter X of Title 24 of the Code of Federal Regulations Is amended bv 
adding in alphabetical sequence a new entry to the table. In this entry, a complete chronology of effective dates appears for 
lteted community Each date appearing In the fourth column of the table Is followed by a designation which indicates whether 
the date signifies the effective date of the authorization of the sale of flood insurance in the area under the emergency or the 
regular flood Insurance program. The entry reads as follows: * tne 

§1914.4 Statu* of participating communities. 


Stats 

County 

Location 

Effective date of authoriza¬ 
tion of sale of Hood 
insurance for area 

Hazard area 
Identified 

State map repository 

a 

Arkansas.. 

California_ 

Do. 

T?lrsH flo 

• 

Ashley- 

KUinlslaus_ 

Marin. 

• 

Montrose, town of.. 

• 

Oct. 10,1974. Emergency... 

• 

May 3,1974 ... 

• 

Modesto, city of. 

July 19,1974 III 

*********.— 

Bausalilo, city of. 


May 17,1974 ... 

11*1“"* ... 

x toncia.. ... 

Indiana. 

Kentucky. 

Orange.. _......... 

Lake. 

Kenton.. 

Maitland, city of.......... 

Dyer, town of.. 

Independence, city of..... 

.do. 

_do_ 

July 19, 1974 ... 
Fob. 1, 1974 ... 

Fch K 1*174 


Minnesota_ 

New York. 

Wright. 

Cortland.. 

Buffalo, city of.. 

Homer, village of__ 

_do.. __ 

X vU. Op Uft ••• 

Mar. 8,1974 _ 

Feb. 22,1974 .. 


North Carolina.... 
Pennsylvania. 

Washington. 

Chester. 

Creswetl, town of .. 

East Cain, township of _ 


June 14, 1974 ... 
Oct. 18,1974 ... 

-:-: 

Do .. 

Do . 

Lebanon . 

Modena, borough of._ 

Union, township of. 

. ..do. 

.do .. . . 

June 28,1974 ... 

... 

Do . 

Do 

Lehigh . 

Mon tfritrnory 

Upper Milford, township of. 

If DfU^r PfltlurrtYxvn fAWnirhtn 

. do . . 

- T -—, 




rUlLSRlUVO, WR iLSOip 




Do . 

Bradford . 

We!is township of . ... 

.....do.... 

Sept. 13,1974 ... 


West Virginia . 

McDowell. . 

Welch, city of . 

_ do_** 

Maw* SI 1074 

........ j 

J ••■snsiii*. T in ••••«••••« 


Local map repository 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (title Xin of the Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968), effective Jan. 28, 1969 (38 FR 17804, 
Nov. 28. 1968), as amended (secs. 408-410. Pub. L. 91-152. Dec. 24. I960), 42 U.S.O. 4001-4127; and Secretary's delegation of authority to 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 34 FR 2680, Feb. 27, 1969) as amended. 39 FR 2787. Jan. 24, 1974. 

Issued: October 4,1974. 


I FR Doc.74-24342 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 ami 


George K. Bernstein, 

Federal Insurance Administrator. 


Title 31—Money and Finance: Treasury 

CHAPTER I—MONETARY OFFICES. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

PART 128—TRANSACTIONS IN FOREIGN 
EXCHANGE, TRANSFERS OF CREDIT 
AND EXPORT OF COINS AND CUR¬ 
RENCY 

Reporting Forms 

Notice is hereby given of the adoption 
by the Department of the Treasury of 
Foreign Currency Forms FC-l, FC-la. 
FC-2, and FC-2a, specimens of which, 
together with instructions, are annexed 
hereto. These forms Implement the re¬ 
porting requirements for banking Insti¬ 
tutions found in Title n of Pub. L. 93-110 
(87 Stat. 352). These forms have been 
prescribed by and should be associated 
with the amendments of 31 CFR Part 
128, published by the Department of the 
Treasury in the Federal Register on Oc¬ 
tober 16,1074, 39 FR 36962. 

Dated: October 11,1974. 

[seal] Charles A. Cooper. 

Assistant Secretary. 


reported on rM. fora vlll b« k«ld la conUdenc*. 
/«tt X, Saetloa A, of tbo inatcuttUM.) 


Vtokiy Report to Federal tMim tub. of 


T«nlp Currency fora FC-l 
Departoefti or tbo TroMurf 
Offleo of Ui Aaaietaot Secretary 
for Internet local Affairs 
Xovoabar 1974 


fiaaa of reporting took 


Voakly teyort of Foalttoaa la tjaeUUI foreign Cmmmci 
•C Bonk* i« the Uni cod llUM 
{Aaouaca outeteMUg la allUooa of foralja ewrroacy 
aa of clou af ImUmi ao WeteMd*?) 


[ 


fora CfraS I 

JgE.fo J 



• Addltltwal curraacUa aay 4a ayactfUd fc, the Traaaary aa eandltloM ro^ulra. 


Official Signature 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


FOREION CURRENCY FORM FC-1 
PART I-GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 

A. introduction . This report form is de¬ 
signed to provide weekly data on the posi¬ 
tions of bankers and banking institutions, 
including bank holding companies, In the 
United States In specified foreign currencies. 
Amounts to be reported on this form are the 
net spot position, the outstanding amounts 
of forward exchange bought and sold, the net 
forward position, and the net position in the 
currencies specified, as of the close of busi¬ 
ness on Wednesday. 

Reports on thl^ form are required by law. 
The relevant Treasury Regulations are pub¬ 
lished in the Code of Federal Regulations, 
Title 31. Part 128. 

Data reported on this form will be held in 
confidence by the Department of the Treas¬ 
ury and the Federal Reserve Banks acting as 
fiscal agents of the Treasury. The data re¬ 
ported by individual banks will not be pub¬ 
lished or otherwise publicly disclosed. Ag¬ 
gregate data derived from reports on this 
form may be published or otherwise disclosed 
in a manner which will not reveal the 
amounts reported by any Individual report¬ 
ing bank. Data reported by Individual banks 
may be made available to the Comptroller of 
the Currency. Department of the Treasury, to 
the Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, and to other Federal agencies. 
Insofar as authorized by the Federal Reports 
Act (44 U.S.C. 3601 et seq.). 

B. Who mit3t report. All bankers and bank¬ 
ing institutions. Including bank holding 
companies. In the United States, and the 
agencies, branches, and subsidiaries located 
in the United States of foreign bankers and 
banking institutions, who for their own ac¬ 
count have positions In specified foreign 
currencies, as defined in these Instructions, 
are required to report on this form. Bank 
holding companies which have filed with the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System under Section 4(c) (12) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act, 12 U.S.C. 1843(c) (12), 
an irrevocable declaration that they will 
cease to be a bank holding company, or have 
received an exemption under Section 4(d) 
of the Act, 12 U.8.C. 1843(d), are not re¬ 
quired to file on this form, but should file 
instead on Forms FC-3 and FC-4. 

The reports of any head-office bank having 
branches In the United States shall Include 
the reportable items of all such branches. 
Reports of domestic banking subsidiaries, in¬ 
cluding Edge Act corporations, should be 
filed separately with the Federal Reserve 
Bank of the District In which they are lo¬ 
cated. Reports of domestic nonbanking sub¬ 
sidiaries may be Included In the reports of 
head-office banks or may be filed separately. 

C. Exemption*. A weekly report need not 
be filed if in each of the specified foreign 
currencies the dollar equivalent value of the 
net spot position, the net forward position 
and the net position each Is less than $1 
million and the dollar equivalent value of 
forward exchange bought and forward ex¬ 
change sold each is less than $10 million. If 
the exemption levels are exoeeded in any 
one of the specified foreign currencies, a re¬ 
port must be submitted covering all items 
for all of the specified foreign currencies. 
Dollar equivalent values, for purposes of the 
exemption, are to be calculated using ex¬ 
change rates prevailing as of close of busi¬ 
ness on the day to which the report applies. 

D. Filing of rejxirts. This report should be 
filed with the Federal Reserve Bank of your 
District not later than three business days 
following the Wednesday to which the report 
applies. If Wednesday Is not a business day, 
the report should be filed as of the preceding 
business day. 
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Each banker or banking Institution who 
reports on Form FC-1 as of any Wednesday 
in a month Is also required to report on the 
monthly Form FC-1 a of the last business 
day of the month on all specified currencies. 

Note: Attach to your initial report a list 
of your domestic offices (domestic branches 
and subsidiaries) which are covered by the 
report. Subsequent reports should be ac¬ 
companied by a statement that the list is 
unchanged or by the names of offices added 
or deleted. 

E. Definitions. 1. “United States.” For pur¬ 
poses of this report, the term “United States" 
shall mean the States of the United States, 
the District of Columbia, the Commonwealth 
of Puerto Rico, and the following: American 
Samoa, the Canal Zone. Guam, Midway 
Island. Virgin Islands, and Wake Island. 

2. “Net spot position.” “Net spot position” 
is defined as the net balance of the following 
items which are either payable on demand 
or which will be credited or charged to the 
account of the reporting unit within the 
number of business days regarded by the 
reporting unit as representing spot trans¬ 
actions : 

(a) Amounts due, including swaps, from 
banks, from foreign branches and sub¬ 
sidiaries, from bead offices abroad and from 
their branches and subsidiaries, and the out¬ 
standing amounts of spot exchange bought; 
and 

(b) Amounts due, including swaps, to 
banks, to foreign branches and subsidiaries, 
to head offices abroad and to their branches 
and subsidiaries, and the outstanding 
amounts of spot exchange sold. 

3. “Forward exchange bought.” “Forward 
exchange bought” is defined as the amount 
of foreign exchange which the reporting unit 
has contracted to receive at some future date, 
other than spot exchange, excluding con¬ 
tracts to hedge repayments of loans and 
maturing deposits. Forward purchases in¬ 
clude foreign exchange which the contract 
requires to be received In more than the 


number of business days regarded by the 
reporting unit as representing spot pur¬ 
chases. 

4. “Forward exchange sold.” “Forward ex¬ 
change sold” Is defined as the amount of 
foreign exchange which the reporting unit 
has contracted to deliver on some future 
date, other than spot exchange, excluding 
contracts to hedge repayments of loans and 
maturing deposits. Forward sales Include 
foreign exchange which the contract requires 
to be delivered in more than the number of 
business days regarded by the reporting unit 
as representing spot sales. 

PART n- SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS RELATING TO 

PARTICULAR COLUMNS ON FORM FO~l 

(1) Report In this column your net spot 
position in the currencies specified. Indicate 
a short position by enclosing the entry in 
parentheses. 

(2) Report In this column the outstanding 
amounts of your forward purchases of foreign 
exchange, excluding contracts to hedge re¬ 
payments of loans and maturing deposits. 

(3) Report in tills column the outstand¬ 
ing amounts of your forward sales of foreign 
exchange, excluding contracts to hedge re¬ 
payments of loons and maturing deposits. 

(4) Report in this column the net balance 
of the amounts shown in columns (2) and 
(3). Indicate a short position by enclosing 
the entry in parentheses. 

(5) Report in tills column the sum of the 
amounts reported in columns (1) and (4). 
Indicate a net short position by enclosing 
the entry in parentheses. 

Enter opposite Total (for arithmetic check 
purposes only) the arithmetic total of the 
digits appearing In each column. 

In the spaces provided on the form, the 
following information should be shown: 

(a) The maximum number of days repre¬ 
senting delivery of spot exchange; and 

(b) The number of offices (domestic 
branches and subsidiaries) Included In the 
report. 


rrtrtot Oft tMa An wilt to Voli U 
N«t l* touto* A, U IN iMimtUM.) 


Tor*!** Carrooef Tom TC4* 
Porottaooc or ik* T ni i w y 
tm«* ti om iNiitut }M(*tur 
lor UuiMUml Uf*l» 

bmUi un 


Mofttolp Nf#rt to Ntortl t***:ro kA et - __—,-,- 

I hi* Appro*** 

Moocklp ■■port oT Uoblilttao. **4 h«l(l*u | CMP Ho, 

to Spoilt to* Porolpft CocrooclM of Unto to thO Col Co* U«to« 

Uwwti e*U(Mll«| U ollUooo of forolpft cmxoocf win a 

of otooft •* ke*I omo Oft Uo toot Swfttaoft* if U too Mftto) 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Foreign Currency Form FC-la 

PART I-GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 

A. Introduction. This report form is de¬ 
signed to provide monthly data on the assets, 
liabilities, and positions of bankers and 
banking Institutions, including bank hold¬ 
ing companies, in the United States in speci¬ 
fied foreign currencies. Amounts to be re¬ 
ported on this form are the outstanding 
amounts of assets, liabilities, spot exchange 
bought and sold, forward exchange bought 
and sold, and the net overall positions in the 
currencies specified, as of close of business 
on the last business day of the month. 

Reports on this form are required by law. 
The relevant Treasury Regulations are pub¬ 
lished in the Code of Federal Regulations, 
Title 31. Part 128. 

Data reported on this form will be held a 
In confidence by the Department of the 
Treasury and the Federal Reserve Banks 
acting as fiscal agents of the Treasury. The 
data reported by individual banks will not 
be published or otherwise publicly disclosed. 
Aggregate data derived from reports on this 
form may be published or otherwise dis¬ 
closed in a manner which will not reveal 
the amounts reported by any individual re¬ 
porting bank. Data reported by individual 
banks may be made available to the Comp¬ 
troller of the Currency, Denartment of the 
Treasury, to the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, and to other Fed¬ 
eral agencies, insofar as authorized by the 
Federal Reports Act (44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq.). 

B. Who Must Report. All bankers and 
banking institutions, including bank hold¬ 
ing companies, in the United States, and 
the agencies, branches, and subsidiaries lo¬ 
cated in the United States of foreign bank¬ 
ers and banking institutions, who for their 
own account have assets, liabilities and po¬ 
sitions in specified foreign currencies, as 
defined in these instructions, are required 
to report on this form. Bank holding com¬ 
panies which have filed with the Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System 
under Section 4(c)(12) of the Bank Hold¬ 
ing Company Act, 12 U.S.C. 1843(c) (12). an 
Irrevocable declaration that they will cease 
to be a bank holding company, or have re¬ 
ceived an exemntlon under Section 4(d) of 
the Act. 12 U.S.C, 1843(d). are not required 
to file on this form, but should file instead 
on Forms FC-3 and FC-4. 

The reports of any head-office bank having 
branches in the United States shall include 
the reportable Items of all such branches. 
Reports of domestic banking subsidiaries, 
including Edge Act corporations, should be 
filed separately with the Federal Reserve 
Bank of the District in which they are lo¬ 
cated. Reports of domestic nonbanking sub¬ 
sidiaries may be Included In the reports of 
head-office banks or may be filed separately. 

C. Exemptions. A report as of any month- 
end need not be filed if in each of the speci¬ 
fied foreign currencies the dollar equivalent 
value of the net overall position Is less than 
$1 million and the dollar equivalent value 
of each of the items stated in the other 
column headings of the form is less than 
$10 million. If the exemption levels are ex¬ 
ceeded in any one of the specified foreign 
currencies, a report must be submitted cov¬ 
ering all items for all of the specified for¬ 
eign currencies. Dollar equivalent values, for 
purposes of the exemption, are to be calcu¬ 
lated using exchange rates prevailing as of 
close of business on the day to which the 
report applies. 

Exception: Each banker or banking insti¬ 
tution who reports on Form FC-1 as of any 
Wednesday in a month is also required to 
report on Form FC-la as of the last business 


day of the month on all specified currencies, 
regardless of the exemption levels stated in 
this section. 

D. Filing of Reports. This report should 
your District not later than the fifteenth 
day following the last business day of the 
month. 

Note: Attach to your initial report a list 
of your domestic offices (domestic branches 
and subsidiaries) which are covered by the 
report. Subsequent reports should be ac¬ 
companied by a statement that the list is 
unchanged or by the names of offices added 
or deleted. 

E. Definitions. 1. "United States.” For pur¬ 
poses of this report, the term "United States” 
shall mean the States of the United States, 
the District of Columbia, the Commonwealth 
of Puerto Rico, and the following: American 
Samoa, the Canal Zone. Guam, Midway Is¬ 
land, Virgin Islands, and Wake Island. 

2. “Assets.” “Liquid assets” is defined as 
amounts due from banks, from foreign 
branches and subsidiaries, from head offices 
abroad and from their branches and sub¬ 
sidiaries, and negotiable or readily transfer¬ 
able commercial and financial instruments 
due from any obligor which mature within 
one year of the date of the report. “Other 
assets” are all assets other than liquid assets. 

3. "Liabilities.” "Liquid liabilities” is de¬ 
fined as amounts due to banks, to foreign 
branches and subsidiaries, to foreign head 
offices and to their branches and subsidiaries, 
and obligations payable on demand or which 
are negotiable or readily transferable and 
mature within one year of the date of the 
report. "Other liabilities” are all liabilities 
other than liquid liabilities. 

4. “Spot exchange.” "Spot exchange” is 
defined as outstanding purchases and sales 
of foreign exchange, including swaps, to be 
credited or charged to the accounts of the 
reporting unit within the number of busi¬ 
ness days regarded by the reporting unit as 
representing spot purchases and sales. 

5. "Forward exchange.” "Forward ex¬ 
change” is defined as the amounts of foreign 
exchange which the reporting unit has con¬ 
tracted for receipt or delivery at some future 
date, other than spot exchange. Including 
contracts to hedge repayments of loans and 
maturing deposits. Forward purchases and 
sales Include foreign exchange which the 
contract requires to be received or delivered 
in more than the number of business days 
regarded by the reporting unit as represent¬ 
ing spot purchases or sales. 

6. "Net overall position.” "Net overall posi¬ 
tion” is defined as the sum of the reporting 
unit’s assets and Its outstanding purchases 
of spot and forward exchange less the sum of 
the reporting unit's liabilities and its out¬ 
standing sales of spot and forward exchange 
in each of the specified foreign currencies. 

PART II-SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS RELATING TO 

PARTICUI.AR COLUMNS ON FORM FC-1 a 

(1) Report in this column the gross 
amount of liquid assets held for your own 
account, denominated In the specified cur¬ 
rencies. Include, for example, demand and 
time deposits (including time certificates of 
deposit) with, and overdrafts extended to, 
banks, foreign branches and subsidiaries, and 
head offices abroad and their branches and 
subsidiaries. Include also loans payable on 
demand; accrued interest receivable; and 
commercial paper, finance paper, promissory 
and other notes, foreign central and local 
government obligations, and other negotiable 
or readily transferable instruments due from 
any obligor which mature within one year 
of the date of the report. 


(2) Report in this column the gross 
amounts of all financial assets held for your 
own account, other than liquid assets,’ de¬ 
nominated in the specified currencies in¬ 
clude. for example, loans (other than those 
payable on demand) and advances actually 
granted. Include stocks, bonds and other 
securities, valued in accordance with your 
customary accounting practices. With re¬ 
spect to syndicated credits, each participant 
should report his own share. Do not include 
unutilized credits, even if such credits repre¬ 
sent firm commitments. 

(3) Report in this column the gross 
amounts of your liquid liabilities, denomi¬ 
nated in the specified currencies. Include, 
for example, demand and time deposit lia¬ 
bilities (including negotiable time certifi¬ 
cates of deposit) to, and overdrafts ex¬ 
tended by, banks, foreign branches and sub¬ 
sidiaries. and head offices abroad and their 
branches and subsidiaries. Include also ac¬ 
crued interest payable, and obligations pay¬ 
able on demand or which are negotiable or 
readily transferable and mature within one 
year of the date of the report. 

(4) Report in this column the gross 
amounts of all your financial liabilities, other 
than liquid liabilities, denominated in the 
specified currencies. Include, for example, 
your borrowings other than those payable 
on demand, and other obligations whlcii are 
not negotiable or readily transferable or 
which mature in more than one year from the 
date of the report. Do not report unutilized 
credits, even if such credits represent firm 
commitments. 

(5) Report in this column the outstand¬ 
ing amounts of your spot purchases of for¬ 
eign exchange in the specified currencies. 

(6) Report in this column the outstanding 
amounts of your spot sales of foreign ex¬ 
change In the specified currencies. 

(7) Report in this column the outstanding 
amounts of your forward purchases of for¬ 
eign excharge in the specified currencies, 
Including contracts to hedge repayments of 
loans and maturing deposits. 

(8) Report in this column the outstanding 
amounts of your forward sales of foreign ex¬ 
change In the specified currencies, including 
contracts to hedge repayments of loans and 
maturing deposits. 

(9) Report in this column the net balance 
of the sum of the amounts reported in 
columns (1), (2). (5), and (7) less the sum 
of the amounts reported in columns (3). (4). 
(6), and (8). Indicate a net short position by 
enclosing the entry in parentheses. 

Enter opposite Total (for arithmetic check 
purposes only) the arithmetic total of the 
digits appearing in each column. 

In the spaces provided on the form, the 
following information should be shown 

(a) The maximum number of days repre¬ 
senting delivery of spot exchange; and 

(b) The number of offices (domestic 
branches and subsidiaries) included in the 
report. 

PART in—RELATIONSHIP TO TREASURY FOREIGN 
EXCHANGE FORMS 

Amounts reportable on this form diller 
in several respects from amounts reportable 
on the Treasury Foreign Exchange Forms: 

1. All assets and liabilities denominated in 
the specified currencies are to be reported 
Including those representing claims on, and 
liabilities to, persons in the United States 
The amounts reportable on the Treasury 
Foreign Exchange Forms are limited to claims 
on, and liabilities to, foreigners. 

2. This form covers only your own assets 
and liabilities, and excludes items held for 
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vour customers. The amounts reportable on 
Forms B-l. B-2. and B-3 Include Items held 

for customers. 

3. This form requires that assets and liabil¬ 
ities be classified by currency rather than by 
country. The amounts reportable on Forms 
B-l. b- 2, and B-3 are classified by country. 
4 Assets and liabilities are classified on 

Mt rwfort+t on tM. ton vtU W WU In caotlAomU. 

OM>«rt t, Unction A, of tho ImiwOom.) 


«Mki 7 Iqort to Moral looorro Uak of 


this form on the basis of time remaining to 
maturity. Amounts reportable on Forms B-l, 
B-2, and B-3 are classified on the basis of 
original maturity. 

5. This form covers outstanding amounts of 
spot and forward purchases and sales of for¬ 
eign exchange. These amounts are not re¬ 
portable on Forms B-l, B-2, and B-3. 


Toraign OvrrMtcy Jem W-! 
Doportaoat of tbn Tr nrnnrj 
Office of thn AMlotoat So^rotory 
for Iatanmtlooal Affairs 
' 19H 
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Mm of rsyomo* *«*^ 


Cbcts) 
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Foreign Currency Form FC-2 

PART X-GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 

A. Introduction. This report form Is de¬ 
signed to provide weekly data on the positions 
ot foreign branches and majority-owned sub¬ 
sidiaries of United States bankers and bank¬ 
ing Institutions, including bank holding 
companies, In specified foreign currencies 
and UB. dollars. Amounts to be reported on 
this form are the net spot, net forward, and 
net positions In the currencies specified, as 
of the close of business on Wednesday. 

Reports on this form are required by law. 
The relevant Treasury Regulations are pub¬ 
lished In the Code of Federal Regulations, 
Title 31. Part 128. 

Data reported on this form will be held 
in confidence by the Department of the 
Treasury and the Federal Reserve Banks act¬ 
ing as fiscal agents of the Treasury. The data 
reported by individual banks will not be pub¬ 


lished or otherwise publicly disclosed. Ag¬ 
gregate data derived from reports on this 
form may be published or otherwise disclosed 
In a manner which will not reveal the 
amounts reported by any Individual re¬ 
porting bank. Data reported by individual 
banks may be made available to the Comp¬ 
troller of the Currency, Department of the 
Treasury, to the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, and to other Fed¬ 
eral agencies, Insofar as authorized by the 
Federal Reports Act (44 U3.C. 3601 et seq.). 

B. Who Must Report. All United States 
bankers and banking institutions, Including 
bank holding companies, who have branches 
and majority-owned subsidiaries located 
abroad which for their own account have po¬ 
sitions In specified foreign currencies, as 
defined in these Instructions, are required 
to submit a consolidated report on this form 
covering the reportable items of all such 
branches and subsidiaries. Bank holding 


companies which have filed with the Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve System 
under Section 4(c) (12) of the Bank Holding 
Company Act. 12 U.S.C. 1843(c) (12). an Ir¬ 
revocable declaration that they will cease to 
be a bank holding company, or have received 
an exemption under Section 4(d) of the Act, 
12 UjS.C. 1843(d), are not required to file on 
this form, but should file instead on Forms 
FC-3 and FC-4. 

Reports must be filed with respect to for¬ 
eign subsidiaries in which the majority own¬ 
ership Is held by more than one United States 
bank. In such cases, the reports should be 
filed by the United States bank which holds 
the largest percentage of the shares held by 
United States banks. If the United States 
banks bold equal shares, the reports should 
be filed by one of the United States banks by 
agreement among them. 

C. Exemptions . A weekly report need not 
be filed with respect to a foreign branch or 
subsidiary if in each of the specified foreign 
currencies (i.e., currencies other than the 
U3. dollar) the dollar equivalent value of the 
net spot position, the net forward position, 
and the net position each is less than 
$500,000. If the exemption level Is exceeded 
In any one or the specified foreign currencies, 
a report must be submitted covering all Items 
for all of the currencies specified on the 
form, including the U.S. dollar. Dollar equiv¬ 
alent values, for purposes of the exemption, 
are to be calculated using exchange rates 
prevailing as of the close of business on the 
day to which the report applies. 

D. Filing of Reports. This report should be 
filed with the Federal Reserve Bank of your 
District not later than 10 business days fol¬ 
lowing the Wednesday to which the report 
applies. If Wednesday is not a business day 
abroad for any of your reporting branches 
or subsidiaries, the report should Include 
reportable items for those offices as of the 
preceding business day. 

Each banker or banking Institution who 
reports on Form FC-2 as of any Wednesday 
in a month with respect to any foreign 
branch or subsidiary Is also required to re¬ 
port on the monthly Form FC-2a as of the 
last business day of the month on all speci¬ 
fied currencies. 

Note: Attach to your initial report a list 
of your foreign offices (foreign branches and 
subsidiaries) which are covered by the report. 
Subsequent reports should be accompanied 
by a statement that the list is unchanged or 
by the names of offices added or deleted. 

E. Exclusion. Amounts reported on this 
form should exclude local currency spot and 
forward positions with residents of the coun¬ 
try In which the branch or subsidiary Is 
located. 

F. Definitions. 1. “United States." For pur¬ 
poses of this report, the term "United States" 
shall mean the States of the United States, 
the District of Columbia, the Commonwealth 
of Puerto Rico, and the following: American 
Samoa, the Canal Zone. Guam, Midway Is¬ 
land. Virgin Islands, and Wake Island. 

2. “Majority-owned foreign subsidiaries." 
For purposes of this report, the term “ma¬ 
jority-owned foreign subsidiaries" shall mean 
foreign corporations in which one or more 
United States bankers or banking institu¬ 
tions. including bank holding companies, di¬ 
rectly or indirectly, own stock possessing 
more than 50 percent of the total combined 
voting power of all classes of stock entitled to 
vote, or more than 50 percent of the total 
value of all classes of stock. 

3. “Net spot position." "Net spot position" 
is defined as the net balance of the follow¬ 
ing Items which are either payable on de¬ 
mand or which will be credited or charged to 
the account of the reporting unit within the 
number of business days regarded by the 
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reporting unit as representing spot transac¬ 
tions: 

(a) Amounts due. Including swaps, from 
banks, from U.6. offices of the parent bank, 
and from other foreign branches and sub¬ 
sidiaries of the parent bank, and the out¬ 
standing amounts of spot exchange bought; 
and 

(b) Amounts dvie, Including swaps, to 
banks, to U.S. offices of the parent bank, and 
to other foreign branches and subsidiaries of 
the parent bank, and the outstanding 
amounts of spot exchange sold. 

4. “Net forward position.** “Net forward 
position** is defined as the net balance of: 

(a) The amount of exchange which your 
reporting foreign branches and subsidiaries 
have contracted to receive at some future 
date, other than spot exchange, excluding 
contracts to hedge repayments of loans and 
maturing deposits; and 

(b) The amount of exchange which your 
reporting foreign branches and subsidiaries 
have contracted to deliver at some future 
date, other than spot exchange, excluding 
contracts to hedge repayments of loans and 
maturing deposits. 

Forward contracts include exchange which 
the contract requires to be received or de¬ 
livered in more than the number of business 
days regarded by your reporting foreign 
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branches and subsidiaries as representing 
spot purchases or sales. 

PAST n- SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS RELATING TO 

PARTICULAR COLUMNS ON FORM PO-2 

(1) Report in this column the consolidated 
net spot position of your reporting foreign 
branches and subsidiaries in the currencies 
specified. Indicate a short position by en¬ 
closing the entry in parentheses. 

(2) Report in this column the consolidated 
net forward position of your reporting for¬ 
eign branches and subsidiaries in the cur¬ 
rencies specified, excluding contracts to hedge 
repayments of loans and maturing deposits. 
Indicate a short position by enclosing the 
entry in parentheses. 

(3) Report in this column the sum of the 
amounts reported in columns (1) and (2). 
Indicate a net short position by enclosing 
the entry in parentheses. 

Enter opposite Total (for arithmetic check 
purposes only) the arithmetic total of the 
digits appearing in each column. 

In the spaces provided on the form, the 
following Information should be shown: 

(a) The maximum number of days re¬ 
garded by your reporting foreign branches 
and subsidiaries as representing delivery of 
spot exchange; and 

(b) The number of offices (foreign branches 
and subsidiaries) Included in the report. 
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Foreign Currency Form FC-2r. 

PART I-GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 

A. Introduction. This report form is de¬ 
signed to provide monthly data on the assets 
liabilities, and positions of foreign branches 
and majority-owned subsidiaries of United 
States bankers and banking institutions, in¬ 
cluding bank holding companies, in specified 
foreign currencies and UJS. dollars. Amounts 
to be reported on this form are the outstand¬ 
ing amounts of assets, liabilities, spot ex¬ 
change bought and sold, forward exchange 
bought and sold, and the net overall posi¬ 
tions in the currencies specified, as of close 
of business on the last business day of the 
month. 

Reports on this form are required by law. 
The relevant Treasury Regulations are pub¬ 
lished in the Code of Federal Regulations. 
Title 31. Part 128. 

Data reported on this form will be held in 
confidence by the Department of the Treas¬ 
ury and the Federal Reserve Banks acting as 
fiscal agents of the Treasury. The data re¬ 
ported by Individual banks will not be pub¬ 
lished or otherwise publicly disclosed. Aggre¬ 
gate data derived from reports on this form 
may be published or otherwise disclosed in 
a manner which will not reveal the amounts 
reported by any individual reporting bank. 
Data reported by individual banks may be 
made available to the Comptroller of the 
Currency. Department of the Treasury, to the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, and to other Federal agencies, in¬ 
sofar as authorized by the Federal Reports 
Act (44 UJS.C. 3501 et sea.). 

B. Who Must Report. All United States 
bankers and banking institutions. Including 
bank holding companies, who have branches 
and majority-owned subsidiaries abroad 
which for their own account have assets, lia¬ 
bilities. or positions in specified foreign cur¬ 
rencies. as defined In these instructions, are 
required to submit a consolidated report on 
this form covering the reportable Items of all 
such branches and subsidiaries. Bank hold¬ 
ing companies which have filed with the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System under Section 4(c) (12) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act. 12 U.8.C. 1843(c) (12), 
an Irrevocable declaration that they will 
cease to be a bank holding company, or have 
received an exemption under Section 4(d) 
of the A'Tt, 12 UjS.C. 1843(d). are not required 
to file on this form, but should file instead 
on Forms FC-3 and FC-4. 

Reports must be filed with respect to for¬ 
eign subsidiaries in which the majority own¬ 
ership is held by more than one United States 
bank. In such cases, the reports should be 
filed by the United 8tatcs bank which holds 
the largest percentage of the shares held by 
United States banks. If the United States 
banks hole equal shares, the reports should 
be filed by one of the United States banks 
by agreement among them. 

C. Exemptions. A report need not be filed 
as of any month-end with respect to a for¬ 
eign branch or subsidiary if in each of the 
specified foreign currencies (i.e., currencies 
other than the U8. dollar) the dollar equiv¬ 
alent value of the net overall position Is less 
than $1 million and the dollar equivalent 
value of each of the items stated in the other 
column headings of the form is less than $10 
million. If the exemption levels are exceeded 
for any one of the specified foreign curren¬ 
cies, a report must be submitted covering all 
items for all of the currencies specified on 
the form. Including the UB. dollar. Dollar 
equivalent values, for purposes of the exemp¬ 
tion, are to be calculated using exchange 
rates prevailing as of the close of business on 
the day to which the report applies. 

Exception: Each banker or banking insti¬ 
tution who reports on Form FC-2 as of any 
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Wednesday In a month with respect to any 
foretgn branch or subsidiary Is also required 
to report on Form PC-2a on all specified 
currencies, regardless of the exemption levels 
stated in this section. 

D. Filing of Reports . This report should be 
tiled with the Federal Reserve Bank of your 
District not later than one month following 
the last business day of the month. 

Note: Attach to your Initial report a list 
of your foreign offices (foreign branches and 
subsidiaries) which are covered by the report. 
Subsequent reports should be accompanied 
by a statement that the list Is unchanged 
or by the names of offices added or deleted. 

E. Exclusion . Amounts reported on this 
form should exclude local currency assets, 
liabilities, and spot and forward positions 
with residents of the country in which the 
branch or subsidiary Is located. 

F. Definitions . 1. "United States." For pur¬ 
poses of this report, the term "United States" 
shall mean the States of the United States, 
the District of Columbia, the Commonwealth 
of Puerto Rico, and the following: American 
Samoa, the Canal Zone. Guam, Midway 
Island. Virgin Islands, and Wake Island. 

2. "Majority-owned foreign subsidiaries." 
For the purposes of this report, the term 
"majority-owned foreign subsidiaries" shall 
mean foreign corporations in which one or 
more United States bankers or banking in¬ 
stitutions, Including bank holding com¬ 
panies, directly or indirectly, own stock 
possessing more than 50 percent of the total 
combined voting power of all classes of stock 
entitled to vote, or more than 50 percent 
of the total value of all classes of stock. 

3. "Assets." "Liquid assets" is defined as 
amounts due from banks, from U5. offices 
of the parent bank and from other foreign 
branches and subsidiaries of the parent bank, 
and negotiable or readily transferable com¬ 
mercial and financial Instruments due from 
any obligor which mature within one year of 
the date of the report. "Other assets" are all 
financial assets other than "liquid assets." 
Exclude the value of fixed assets used in the 
operation of the foreign branch or subsidiary, 
such as building and equipment. 

4. "Liabilities." "Liquid liabilities" is de¬ 
fined as amounts due to banks, to U.S. offices 
of the parent bank and to other foreign 
branches and subsidiaries of the parent bank, 
a d obligations payable on demand or which 
are negotiable or readily transferable and 
mature within one year of the date of the 
report. "Other liabilities" are all financial 
liabilities other than "liquid liabilities." Ex¬ 
clude leases payable for fixed assets used in 
the operation of the foreign branch or sub¬ 
sidiary, such as building and equipment. 

5. "Spot exchange." "Spot exchange" Is 
defined as outstanding purchases and sales 
of exchange. Including swaps, to be credited 
or charged to the accounts of your reporting 
foreign branches and subsidiaries within the 
number of business days regarded by the 
reporting unit as representing spot purchases 
and sales. 

6. "Forward exchange." "Forward exchange" 
la defined as the amounts of exchange 
which your reporting foreign branches 
and subsidiaries have contracted for re¬ 
ceipt or delivery at some future date, other 
than spot exchange, Including contracts to 
hedge repayments of loans and maturing de¬ 
posits. Forward purchases and sales Include 
exchange which the contract requires to be 
received or delivered in more than the num¬ 
ber of business days regarded by your re¬ 
porting foreign branches and subsidiaries as 
representing spot purchases and sales. 

I "Net overall position." “Net overall po¬ 
sition" is defined as the sum of the assets 
and outstanding purchases of spot and for¬ 
ward exchange of your reporting foreign 
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branches and subsidiaries less the sum of 
their liabilities and outstanding sales of spot 
and forward exchange In each of the speci¬ 
fied currencies. 

PART II-SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS RELATING TO 

PARTICULAR COLUMNS ON FORM FC-2H 

(1) Report in this column the gross 
amounts of liquid assets held for own ac¬ 
count by your reporting foreign branches 
and subsidiaries, denominated In the speci¬ 
fied currencies. Include, for example, de¬ 
mand and time deposits (including negoti¬ 
able time certificates of deposit) with, and 
overdrafts extended to. banks, U.S. offices of 
the parent bank and other foreign branches 
and subsidiaries of the parent bank. Include 
also loans payable on demand: accrued in¬ 
terest receivable; and commercial paper, fi¬ 
nance paper, promissory and other notes, 
foreign central and local government obli¬ 
gations, and other negotiable or readily 
transferable instruments due from any ob¬ 
ligor which mature within one year of the 
date of the report. 

(2) Report In this column the gross 
amounts of all financial assets held for own 
account by your reporting foreign branches 
and subsidiaries, other than liquid assets, 
denominated In the specified currencies. In¬ 
clude. for example, loans (other than those 
payable on demand) and advances actually 
granted. Include stocks, bonds and -other 
securities, valued in accordance with your 
customary accounting practices. With re¬ 
spect to syndicated credits, each participant 
should report his own share. Do not include 
unutilized credits, even if such credits rep¬ 
resent firm commitments. 

(3) Report In this column the gross 
amounts of the liquid liabilities of your re¬ 
porting foreign branches and subsidiaries, 
denominated in the specified currencies. In¬ 
clude, for example, demand and time de¬ 
posit liabilities (including negotiable time 
certificates of deposit) to, and overdrafts ex¬ 
tended by, banks, U.S. offices of the parent 
bank and other foreign branches and sub¬ 
sidiaries of the parent bank. Include also 
accrued Interest payable, and obligations 
payable on demand or which are negotiable 
or readily transferable and mature within 
one year of the date of the report. 

(4) Report In this column the gross 
amounts of all financial liabilities of your 
reporting foreign branches and subsidiaries, 
other than liquid liabilities, denominated in 
the specified currencies. Include, for exam¬ 
ple, borrowings other than those payable on 
demand, and other obligations which are 
not negotiable or readily transferable or 
which mature in more than one year from 
the date of the report. Do not report un¬ 
utilized credits, even if such credits repre¬ 
sent firm commitments. 

(5) Report in this column the outstand¬ 
ing amounts of spot purchases of exchange 
In the specified currencies of your reporting 
foreign branches and subsidiaries. 

(6) Report in this column the outstanding 
amounts of spot sales of exchange In the 
specified currencies of your reporting foreign 
branches and subsidiaries. 

(7) Report in this column the outstanding 
amounts of forward purchases of exchange in 
the specified currencies of your reporting for¬ 
eign branches and subsidiaries, including 
contracts to hedge repayments of loans and 
maturing deposits. 

(8) Report in this column the outstanding 
amounts of forward sales of exchange In the 
specified currencies of your reporting foreign 
branches and subsidiaries. Including con¬ 
tracts to hedge repayments of loans and 
maturing deposits. 

(9) Report in this column the net balance 
of the sum of the amounts reported in col- 
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umns (1), (2), (5), and (7) less the sum of 
the amounts reported In columns (3), (4), 
(6), and (8). Indicate a net short position 
by enclosing the entry in parentheses. 

Enter opposite Total (for arithmetic check 
purposes only) the arithmetic total of the 
digits appearing In each column. 

In the spaces provided on the form, the 
following information should be shown: 

(a) The maximum number of days re¬ 
garded by your reporting foreign branches 
and subsidiaries as representing delivery of 
spot exchange; and 

(b) The number of banking offices (foreign 
branches and subsidiaries) included In the 
report. 

(FR Doc.74-24239 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


Title 34 —Government Management 

CHAPTER II—OFFICE OF FEDERAL MAN¬ 
AGEMENT POLICY, GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

SUBCHAPTER D—PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 

PART 233 —GUIDELINES FOR AGENCY 
IMPLEMENTATION OF THE UNIFORM 
RELOCATION ASSISTANCE AND REAL 
PROPERTY ACQUISITION POLICIES 
ACT OF 1970, PUBLIC LAW 91-646 
(FMC 74—8) 

This document converts and revises 
Office of Management and Budget Cir¬ 
cular A-103 into a General Services Ad¬ 
ministration Federal Management Cir¬ 
cular (FMC 74-8) in accordance with 
Executive Order 11717, the President's 
Memorandum of September 6, 1973, to 
the heads of departments and agencies 
on the subject of the Act, and Ofece qf 
Management and Budget Bulletin 74-4, 
which transferred certain Office of Man¬ 
agement and Budget responsibilities to 
the General Services Administration. 

FMC 74-8, dated October 4, 1974, 
transmits guidelines to be followed by 
departments and agencies for the devel¬ 
opment of regulations and procedures for 
implementing the Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisi¬ 
tion Policies Act of 1970, Pub. L, 91-646. 

Part 233, Guidelines for agency imple¬ 
mentation of the Uniform Relocation As¬ 
sistance and Real Property Acquisition 
Policies Act of 1970, Pub. L. 91-646, is 
added to 34 CFR Chapter n to read as 
set forth below. 

Effective date. This regulation Is effec¬ 
tive October 4, 1974. 

Dated: October 4,1974. 

Arthur F. Sampson. 

Administrator of General Services . 

Sec. 

233.1 Purpose. 

233.2 Supersession. 

233.3 Authority. 

233.4 Intent. 

233.5 Scope. 

233.6 Policies. 

233.7 ResponsibUitles. 

233.8 Reporting requirement. 

233.9 Inquiries. 

Authority: Executive Order 11717 and 
President’s Memorandum of September 6, 
1973, to the heads of departments and 
agencies. Subject: The Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition 
Policies Act of 1970. 
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§ 233.1 Purpose. 

This part transmits revised guidelines 
(Appendix A) to be followed by depart¬ 
ments and agencies for developing reg¬ 
ulations and procedures to implement 
the Uniform Relocation Assistance and 
Real Property Acquisition Policies Act 
of 1970, hereinafter referred to as the 
Act. 

§ 233.2 Supersession. 

The guidelines in Appendix A super¬ 
sede the guidelines issued by the Office of 
Management and Budget Circular No. 
A-103, dated May 1, 1972. Appendix B is 
a summary of the major changes be¬ 
tween the revised guidelines and the 
guidelines issued by Circular No. A-103. 

§ 233.3 Authority. 

The revised guidelines are promul¬ 
gated pursuant to Executive Order 11717, 
May 9, 1973, and the President’s Memo¬ 
randum of September 6, 1973, to the 
heads of departments and agencies on 
the subject of the Act. A copy of the 
President’s Memorandum of Septem¬ 
ber 6,1973, is included as Appendix C. 1 

§ 233.4* Intent. 

The intent of this part and the revised 
guidelines is to provide for greater uni¬ 
formity among Federal agencies in the 
administration of the Act. 

§ 233.5 Scope. 

This part applies to all programs or 
projects of a Federal agency which in¬ 
volve the acquisition of real property or 
the displacement of people, businesses, or 
farm operations. The part also applies to 
those federally assisted programs or 
projects conducted by a State agency, as 
the term is defined in the Act. which in¬ 
volve the acquisition of real property or 
cause the displacement of people, busi¬ 
nesses, or farm operations. The geo¬ 
graphical coverage includes the several 
States of the United States, the District 
of Columbia, the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico, any territorial possession of 
the United States, the Trust Territory of 
the Pacific Islands, and any political sub¬ 
division thereof. 

§ 233.6 Policies. 

The policies outlined in the guidelines 
are based on the provisions of the Act. 

(a) Uniform relocation assistance pol¬ 
icies. The Act specifies that Federal 
agencies involved in the administration 
of Federal or federally assisted programs 
resulting in the displacement of persons 
shall provide specific relocation services 
and payments to aid such persons. Serv¬ 
ices and payments within the scope of 
the Act shall be provided in a uniform, 
fair, and equitable manner to assure that 
persons displaced by Federal and fed¬ 
erally assisted projects do not suffer dis¬ 
proportionate injuries as a result of proj¬ 
ects intended for the benefit of the public 
as a whole. 

<b) Uniform real property acquisition 
policies. Chapter 10 of Appendix A pre¬ 
scribes specific practices for the acquisi¬ 


1 Filed as part of original document. 


tion of real property in Federal and fed¬ 
erally assisted programs. The practices 
outlined in Chapter 10 require that real 
property be acquired in a manner that 
will: 

(1) Assure consistent treatment of 
property owners affected by the various 
Federal and federally assisted programs; 

(2) Promote the acquisition of prop¬ 
erties by negotiation rather than con¬ 
demnation; and 

(3) Build public confidence in Fed¬ 
eral and federally assisted land acquisi¬ 
tion programs. 

§ 233.7 Responsibilities. 

Departments and agencies with pro¬ 
grams that will result in the acquisition 
of real property, or the displacement of 
persons, businesses, or farm operations, 
should revise their regulations and pro¬ 
cedures so that they will be consistent 
with the provisions of this part and the 
revised guidelines. 

§ 233.8 Reporting requirement. 

The annual report required by section 
214 of the Act shall be submitted as 
specified in chapter 9 of the revised 
guidelines. This report has been cleared 
in accordance with FPMR 101-11.11 and 
assigned interagency report control num¬ 
ber 1227-GS A-AN. 

§ 233.9 Inquiries. 

Further information concerning this 
part may be obtained by contacting: 

General Services Administration (AMP) 
Washington, DC 20405 

Telephone: IDS 183-7528, FTS (202) 343- 

7528 


Appendix A 

TABLE or CONTENTS FOR APPENDIX A 

(Federal Management Circular 74-81 

CHAPTER 1 GENERAL 

1.1 Purpose and coverage. 

1.2 General considerations. 

1.8 Agencies’ regulations and procedures. 

1.4 Review of activities for compliance with 

Titles II and III. 

1.5 Public information. 

1.6 Relocation Assistance Implementation 

Committee (RAIC). 

1.7 Liaison official for agencies not repre¬ 

sented on the Committee. 

1.8 Federal Regional Council (PRC) Uni¬ 

form Relocation Assistance and Real 
Property Acquisition Coordination. 

CHAPTER 2. ASSURANCE OF ADEQUATE REPLACE¬ 
MENT HOUSING PRIOR TO DISPLACEMENT 

2.1 Assurance of avallabUlty. 

22 Housing provided as a last resort. 

2.3 Loans for planning and preliminary ex¬ 

penses. 

CHAPTER 3. MOVING AND RELATED EXPENSES 

3.1 Eligibility. 

32 Actual reasonable expenses in moving. 

3.3 Nonallowable moving expenses and 

losses. 

3.4 Expenses In searching for replacement 

business or farm. 

3.5 Actual direct losses by business or farm 

operation. 

CHAPTER 4. PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF MOVING AND 
RELATED EXPENSES 

4.1 Dwellings—schedules. 

4.2 Businesses—eligibility. 

4.3 Parma. 


4.4 Nonprofit organizations. 

4.6 Net earnings. 

4.6 Amount of business fixed payment. 

CHAPTER 6. REPLACEMENT HOUSING PAYMENT 
FOR HOMEOWNERS 

6.1 Eligibility. 

6J2 Comparable replacement dwelling. 

6.3 Computation of replacement bousing 

payment. 

6.4 Mortgage insurance. 

Figure 6.3.1. Format for Computation 
of Interest Payment. 

CHAPTER «. REPLACEMENT HOUSIN G PAYMENTS 
FOR TENANTS AND CERTAIN OTHERS 

6.1 Eligibility. 

6.2 Computation of replacement housing 

payments for displaced tenants. 

6.3 Computation of replacement housing 

payments for certain others. 

CHAPTER 7. RELOCATION ASSISTANCE ADVISORY 
SERVICES 

7.1 Relocation assistance advisory program. 

7.2 Coordination of planned relocation ac¬ 

tivities. 

7.8 Contracting for relocation services. 

7.4 General contacts. 

Figure 72.1. HUD Field Office Jurisdic¬ 
tions. 

CHAPTER 8. FEDERALLY ASSISTED PROGRAMS 

8.1 Assurances. 

8.2 Administration of relocation assistance 

programs. 

CHAPTER 9. ANNUAL REPORT 

9.1 General. 

92 Submission to General Services Admin¬ 
istration. 

9.3 Narrative comments. 

9.4 Statistical data. 

Figure 9.4.1. Payments and Expenses 
Under Title II—Part I. 

Figure 9.4.2. Payments and Expenses 
Under Title n—Parts II and HI. 
Figure 9.4.3 Uniform Real Property Ac¬ 
quisition Policy—Title in. 

CHAPTER 10. UNIFORM REAL PROPERTY 
ACQUISITION POLICY 

10.1 Applicability. 

10.2 Acquisition procedures. 

10.3 Appraisal standards. 

10.4 Notice to move. 

10.5 Federally assisted programs. 

CHAPTER 11. DEFINITIONS 

11.1 Applicability. 

11.2 General. 

11.3 Definitions. 

CHAPTER 12. ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW 

12.1 Procedures. 

Guidelines for Issuing Regulations and 
Procedures that Implement the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Policies Act or 1970 

CHAPTER 1. GENERAL 

1.1 Purpose and coverage, a. These guide¬ 
lines are to assist Federal agencies in develop¬ 
ing regulations and procedures to Implement 
the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real 
Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970. 
hereinafter referred to as the Act. to assure 
uniform, fair, and equitable policies for the 
acquisition of real property and treatment ox 
persons displaced by Federal and federally 
assisted programs. All references In these 
guidelines to sections or subsections are 
references to sections or subsections of the 
Act. 

to. These guidelines are limited to those 
provisions of the Act Identified by the inter¬ 
agency task force appointed in accordance 
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with the President's memorandum of Janu¬ 
ary 4, 1971. They also address those problem 
areas considered by the Relocation Assistance 
Implementation Committee (RAIC) since the 
issuance of OMB Circular A-103, May 1, 1972. 
In the event of any conflict between these 
guidelines and the provisions of the Act, or 
any other applicable law, the statutory pro¬ 
visions are controlling. 

1 2 General considerations, a. In devel¬ 
oping regulations and procedures under the 
Act and these guidelines, agencies should 
consider: 

(1) House Report No. 91-1656 of December 

(1) House Report No. 91-1656 of December 
2, 1970, a report to accompany S.l, Com¬ 
mittee on Public Works. House of Represent¬ 
atives, 9l8t Congress, 2nd Session; and 

(2) Provisions of other applicable law, In¬ 
cluding Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 
1964, Title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 
1968, and good faith and reasonableness. 

b. The Act shall be applied and admin¬ 
istered to promote its underlying purposes 
and policies. 

c. Agencies shall instruct officials respon¬ 
sible for programs under this Act that: 

(1) A written notice of displacement must 
be given to each Individual, family business, 
or farm operation to be displaced. The notice 
shall bo served personally or by certified (or 
registered) first-class mail; 

(2) In order to qualify for benefits under 
Title II of the Act as a displaced person, 
either of two conditions must be fulfilled. 

(a) The person must have moved (or 
moved his personal property) as a result of 
the receipt of a written notice to vacate 
which may have been given before or after 
initiation of negotiations for acquisition of 
the property as prescribed by regulations Is¬ 
sued by the head of the Federal agency (When 
negotiations are initiated prior to Issuance 
of a written notice, all persons contacted by 
the negotiating agency should be advised 
that the benefits of the Act are available only 
when the person moves subsequent to receipt 
of a written notice.): or 

(b) The subject real property must in fact 
have been acquired, and the person must 
have moved as a result of its acquisition (ex¬ 
cept in those Instances covered by sections 
217 and 219); 

(3) Cortaln of the benefits provided by 
Title II of the Act are available as follows: 

(a) Whenever the acquisition of. or notice 
to move from, real property used for a busi¬ 
ness or farm operation causes any person to 
move from other real property used for his 
dwelling or to move his personal property 
from such other real property, such person 
may receive the benefits provided by sections 
292 (a) and (b) and 205; and 

(b) If the head of the displacing agency 
determines that any person occupying prop¬ 
erty Immediately adjacent to the real prop¬ 
erty acquired is caused substantial economic 
injury because of the acquisition, he may 
offer such person relocation advisory services 
under section 205(c); 

(4) For real property acquisitions under 
Pederal law, contracts or options to purchase 
real property shall not incorporate provisions 
for making payments for relocation costs and 
related items in Title n of the Act (Apprais¬ 
ers shall not give consideration to or Include 
In their real property appraisals any allow¬ 
ances for the benefits provided by Title II. In 
the event of condemnation with a declara¬ 
tion of taking, the estimated compensation 
shall bo determined solely on the basis of the 
appraised value of the real property with no 
consideration being given to or reference con¬ 
tained therein to the payments to be made 
under Title n of the Act.); 

(5) Agency regulations shall provide that 
applications for benefits under the Act are to 


be made within 18 months from the date on 
which the displaced person moves from the 
real property acquired or to be acquired; or 
the date on which the displacing agency 
makes final payment of all costs of that real 
property, whichever Is the later date (The 
head of an agency may extend this period 
upon a proper showing of good cause.); and 

(6) The provisions of the Act apply to the 
acquisition of all real property for, and the 
relocation of ail persons displaced by. Federal 
programs and projects and programs and 
projects undertaken by State agencies which 
receive Federal financial assistance for all or 
part of the cost. It is immaterial whether the 
real property Is acquired by a Federal or 
State agency or whether Federal funds con¬ 
tribute to the cost of the real property. 

1.3 Agencies' regulations and procedures. 
Departments and agencies with programs that 
will result In the acquisition of real prop¬ 
erty, the displacement of persons, or both, 
ore urged to promptly revise or amend their 
regulations and procedures consistent with 
these Guidelines. A copy of the revised regu¬ 
lations and a copy of each agency's proced¬ 
ures pertaining to Title II and III of the Act 
shall be furnished to the Office of Federal 
Management Policy, General Services Admin¬ 
istration, when they are Issued. Copies of 
subsequent revisions to each agency's regu¬ 
lations and procedures shall also be fur¬ 
nished. 

1.4 Review of activities for compliance 
with Titles II and III. The head of each Fed¬ 
eral agency shall provide for periodic review 
of all Federal and federally assisted programs 
to ensure compliance with the provisions of 
Titles n and m of the Act. 

1.5 Public information. The head of each 
Federal agency shall make available to the 
public full Information concerning the 
agency's relocation programs. He shall en¬ 
sure that persons to be displaced are fully 
informed at the earliest possible time, of 
such matters as available relocation pay¬ 
ments and assistance; the specific plans 
and procedures for assuring that suitable 
replacement housing will be available for 
homeowners and tenants In advance of dis¬ 
placement; the eligibility requirements and 
procedures for obtaining such payments and 
assistance; and the right of administrative 
review by the head of the agency concerned, 
as provided by chapter 12. 

1.6 Relocation Assistance Implementa¬ 
tion Committee (RAIC) —a. Background. 
(1) To promote the uniform and effective 
administration of relocation assistance and 
real property acquisition programs, the Act 
authorizes and directs the heads of Federal 
agencies to consult together on the estab¬ 
lishment of regulations and procedures for 
the administration of such programs. 

(2) To achieve the uniformity required 
by the Act, the President, by memorandum 
of January 4. 1971, directed the Office of 
Management and Budget to form a Reloca¬ 
tion Assistance Advisory Committee. The 
Relocation Assistance Advisory Committee 
was composed of representatives of the ma¬ 
jor Federal agencies responsible for the ad¬ 
ministration of programs involving the 
displacement of Individuals, businesses, and 
farms. 

(3) Following its Initial establishment 
within the Office of Management and Budget, 
the name of the Relocation Assistance Ad¬ 
visory Committee was changed to Reloca¬ 
tion Assistance Implementation Committee. 
The Committee name change more appro¬ 
priately reflects Its role. 

(4) Pursuant to Executive Order 11717 
and the President’s statement of Septem¬ 
ber 6, 1973, the functions and chairmanship 
of the Relocation Assistance Implementa¬ 
tion Committee were transferred from the 
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Office of Management and Budget to the 
General Services Administration. 

b. Membership and functions. (1) RAIC 
serves as the official forum at the national 
level where duly appointed representatives 
of several major Federal departments con¬ 
sult together on the Government’s real 
property acquisition and relocation pro¬ 
grams. Represented on RAIC are the De¬ 
partments of Agriculture: Defense; Health, 
Education, and Welfare; Housing and Urban 
Development; Interior; Justice; Transporta¬ 
tion; and the General Services Administra¬ 
tion. The United States Postal Service also 
participates in activities of the RAIC. The 
Administrator of General Services is the 
Chairman of the RAIC and he may Invite 
other Federal agencies to participate as 
appropriate. 

(2) RAIC is responsible for promoting the 
underlying purposes of the Act and for en¬ 
suring national uniformity, to the extent 
practicable, among Federal agencies with 
respect to real property acquisition and re¬ 
location assistance programs. These guide¬ 
lines were prepared by RAIC and reflect the 
collective experience of the member agencies. 

(3) In carrying out its responsibilities RA¬ 
IC makes recommendations to the General 
Services Administration regarding: 

(a) Revisions Federal agencies should make 
in their regulations and procedures to en¬ 
sure national uniformity; 

(b) Revisions to be made to the guidelines 
to assure compliance with the intent and 
spirit of the Act; and 

(c) Need for new legislation. 

1.7 Liaison official for agencies not rep¬ 
resented on the Committee. Each agency 
that is responsible for the acquisition of real 
property or displacement of persons, busi¬ 
nesses. or farm operations, and is not repre¬ 
sented on the Committee s all designate an 
individual to serve as liaison to coordinate 
the agency’s relocation activities with the 
General Services Administration. The name 
of the designee shall be submitted to the 
Administrator of General Services within 30 
workdays from receipt of this part. 

1.8 Federal Regional Council ( FRC) Uni¬ 
form Relocation Assistance and Real Property 
Acquisition Coordination —a. Formation and 
organization . (1) The chairmen of the Fed¬ 
eral Regional Councils have been requested 
to ask council members to designate an 
agency representative who will be responsible 
for coordination of the agency’s activities in 
the region for the implementation of the 
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real 
Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970. 
Agencies such as GSA and others having re¬ 
location assistance and real property acqui¬ 
sition programs, but who are not represented 
on the Federal Regional Councils, should be 
asked to provide designees also. 

(2) The specific organization, structure, 
and procedures governing regional coordina¬ 
ting mechanisms (e.g., task force) shall be 
determined by each FRC but shall be con¬ 
sistent with normal FRC guidelines on super¬ 
vision of interagency coordinating commit¬ 
tees as promulgated by the Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget. Each FRC should, however, 
designate a lead staff member to ensure con¬ 
tinuity and a focal point for coordination 
with agencies in the field and in Washington 
DC. Copies of periodic reports to the FRC 
chairman should also be forwarded to the 
chairman of the RAIC Working Group, Of¬ 
fice of Federal Management Policy, Gen¬ 
eral Services Administration, in Washington, 
DC, for information. 

b. Objectives and responsibilities. The 
prime objective of the FRC will be to pro¬ 
vide an umbrella for regional coordination of 
relocation assistance and real property acqui¬ 
sition programs among concerned Federal and 
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federally assisted agencies. The FRC should 
undertake such programs as necessary to In¬ 
sure continuing coordination and Informa¬ 
tion sharing among the various Federal, 
State, and local agencies concerned with re¬ 
location assistance and should: 

(1) Assure effective coordination among 
Federal agencies In implementing real pro¬ 
perty acquisition and relocation assistance 
policies and programs within the region In a 
consistent and uniform basis. 

(2) Assure effective coordination between 
Federal agencies and State and local Govern¬ 
ment officials concerned with relocation as¬ 
sistance and real property acquisition. 

(3) Provide appropriate training/orienta¬ 
tion programs for Federal, State, and local 
officials responsible for relocation assistance 
and real property acquisition as needed. 

<4) Resolve In the field to the extent feasi¬ 
ble and practical. conflicts and Inconsisten¬ 
cies identified In the Implementation of the 
guidelines and related relocation assistance 
and real property acquisition policies. Those 
concerning agency policy matters which can¬ 
not be resolved in the field will be referred 
to GSA through Its Under Secretaries’ Group 
Representative for appropriate RAIC action 
by the chairman with a copy to OMB. 

CHAPTER a. AS8TTRANCE OP ADEQUATE REPLACE¬ 
MENT HOUSING PRIOR TO DISPLACEMENT 

2.1 Assurance of availability —a. Availabil¬ 
ity. No Federal agency should proceed with 
any phase of a project or authorize a State 
agency to proceed with any phase of & project 
which will cause the displacement of any 
person until the Federal agency has deter¬ 
mined, or received satisfactory assurances 
from the displacing State agency, that within 
a reasonable period of time prior to displace¬ 
ment, there will be available on a basis con- 
sistent with the requirements of Title VIII 
of the Civil Rights Act of 1968 (PI. 90-284), 
in areas not generally less desirable In regard 
to public utilities and public and commer¬ 
cial facilities and at rents or prices within 
the financial means of the families and Indi¬ 
viduals displaced, decent, safe, and sanitary 
dwellings, as described In d, below, equal In 
number to the number of, and available to, 
such displaced persons who require such 
dwellings and reasonably accessible to their 
places of employment. 

b. Support. The determination or assur¬ 
ances shall be based on a current survey and 
analysis of available replacement housing by 
the displacing agency. The survey and analy¬ 
sis must take into account the competing 
demands on available housing. (See chapter 

c. Waiver. Pursuant to section 205(e) (8) 
of the Act. the head of a Federal agency may 
prescribe by regulations those situations in 
which the assurances described In subpara¬ 
graph 2.1a znay be waived. These waivers 
shall be limited only to emergency or other 
extraordinary situations in which immediate 
possession of real property is of crucial im¬ 
portance. Each waiver of assurance of re¬ 
placement housing shall be supported by 
appropriate findings and a determination of 
the necessity for the waiver. Determinations 
so made shall be included in the annual re¬ 
port required by section 214. (See chapter 9.) 

<L Decent, safe, and sanitary housing. 
A decent, safe, and sanitary dwelling is one 
which is found to be in sound, clean and 
weather-tight condition, and which meets 
local housing codes. The following criteria 
should be used in determining if a dwelling 
unit is deoent, safe, and sanitary. Adjust¬ 
ments may be made only in the cases of un¬ 
usual circumstances or In unique geographic 
areas, as determined by the head of the Fed¬ 
eral agency. 

<1) Housekeeping unit. A housekeeping 
unit must Include a kitchen with fully usable 
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sink; a cooking stove, or connections for 
same; a separate complete bathroom; hot 
and cold running water in both the bath¬ 
room and the kitchen; an adequate and safe 
wiring system for lighting and other elec¬ 
trical services; and heating as required by 
climatic conditions and local codes. 

(2) Nonhousekeeping unit. A nonhouse¬ 
keeping unit is one which meets local code 
standards for boarding bouses, hotels, or 
other congregate living. If local codes do not 
Include requirements relating to space and 
sanitary facilities, standards will be subject 
to the approval of the head of the Federal 
agency. 

(3) Occupancy standards. Occupancy 
standards for replacement housing shall 
comply with Federal agency approved occu¬ 
pancy requirements or shall comply with 
local codes. 

(4) Absence or inadequacy of local stand¬ 
ards. In those Instances in which there Is no 
local housing code, a local bousing code does 
not contain certain minimum standards, or 
the standards are Inadequate, the head of the 
Federal agency may establish the standards. 

2.2 Housing provided as a last resort. 
When It is determined that adequate re¬ 
placement housing Is not available and can¬ 
not otherwise be made available, the head 
of the Federal agency may take action or ap¬ 
prove action by a State agency to develop 
replacement housing. Federal agencies taking 
or approving such action for replacement 
housing will be guided by the criteria and 
procedures issued by the Secretary of Hous¬ 
ing and Urban Development (24 CFR—Part 
43, Subpart A) In accordance with the pro¬ 
vision concerning section 206(a) of the Act 
in the President’s memorandum of January 4, 
1971. A State agency taking such action shall 
comply with the requirements and proce¬ 
dures of the Federal agency which provides 
the Federal financial assistance. 

2.3 Loans for planning and preliminary 
expenses. Federal agencies will be guided by 
the criteria and procedures developed by the 
Secretary of Housing and Urban Develop¬ 
ment (24 CFR—Part 43. Subpart B) when 
providing loans to eligible borrowers for 
planning and other preliminary expenses au¬ 
thorized under section 216. A State agency 
providing such loans shall comply with the 
requirements and procedures of the Federal 
agency which provides the Federal financial 
assistance In accordance with the President’s 
memorandum of January 4, 1971. 

CHAPTER 9 . MOVING AND RELATED EXPENSES 

3.1 Eligibility, a. Any displaced person 
(including one who conducts a business or 
farm operation) Is eligible to receive a pay¬ 
ment for moving expenses. A person who 
lives on his business or farm property may 
be ehglble for both moving and related ex¬ 
penses as a dwelling occupant in addition to 
being eligible for payments with respect to 
displacement from a business or farm 
operation. 

b. Any person who moves from real prop¬ 
erty or moves his personal property from real 
property, as a result of the acquisition of such 
real property in whole or part, or as a result 
of a written notice of the acquiring agency 
to vacate real property, or solely for the pur¬ 
poses of section 202 (a) and (b) as a result 
of the acquisition of. or a written notice of 
the acquiring agency to vacate, other real 
property on which such person conducts a 
farm or business. Is ellgiblle to receive a pay¬ 
ment for moving expenses. 

3.2 Actual reasonable expenses in mov¬ 
ing. —a. Allowable moving expenses. (1) 
Transportation of individuals, families, and 
personal property from the acquired site to 
the replacement site, not to exceed a dis¬ 
tance of 50 miles, except where the displacing 


agency determines that relocation beyond 
this 50-mile area Is Justified; 

(2) Packing, and unpacking, crating and 
uncrating of personal property; 

(3) Advertising for packing, crating, and 
transportation when the displacing agency 
determines that it Is necessary; 

(4) Storage of personal property for a pe¬ 
riod generally not to exceed 12 months when 
the displacing agency determines that storage 
is necessary In connection with relocation; 

(5) Insurance premiums covering loss and 
damage of personal property while In storage 
or transit; 

(6) Removal, relnstallatlon, reestablish¬ 
ment. Including such modification as deemed 
necessary by the Federal agency of, and 
reconnection of utilities for. machinery, 
equipment, appliances, and other items, not 
acquired as real property. Prior to payment 
of any expenses for removal and relnstallatlon 
of such property, the displaced person shall 
be required to agree In writing that the 
property Is personalty and that the displacing 
agency Is released from any payment for the 
property; 

(7) Property lost, stolen, or damaged (not 
caused by the fault or negligence of the 
displaced person, his agent or employees), 
In the process of moving, where Insurance 
to cover such lore or damage is not available; 
and 

(8) Other reasonable expenses determined 
to be allowable under regulations issued by 
the head of the Federal agency. 

b. Limitations. (1) If the displaced person 
accomplishes the move himself, the amount 
of payment shall not exceed the estimated 
cost of moving commercially, unless the bead 
of the responsible Federal agency determines 
a greater amount is Justified. 

(2) If an Item of personal property that Is 
used In connection with any business or farm 
operation Is not moved but is sold and 
promptly replaced with a comparable Item, 
reimbursement shall not exceed the replace¬ 
ment coat minus the proceeds received from 
the sale, or the estimated cost of moving, 
whichever Is less. 

(3) If personal property that is used In 
connection with any business or farm opera¬ 
tion to be moved Is of low value and high 
bulk, and the cost of moving would be dis¬ 
proportionate In relation to the value in the 
Judgment of the head of the Federal agency 
responsible for the program or project caus¬ 
ing the displacement, the allowable reim¬ 
bursement for the expense of moving the 
personal property shall not exceed the dif¬ 
ference between the amount which would 
have been received for such Item on liquida¬ 
tion and the oost of replacing the same with 
a comparable item available on the market. 
This provision will be applicable in the cases 
of moving of Junk yards, stockpiled sand, 
gravel, minerals, metals, and similar items of 
personal property. 

(4) If the cost of moving or relocating an 
outdoor advertising display or displays Is de¬ 
termined to be equal to or in excess of the 
ln-place value of the display, consideration 
should be given to acquiring the display or 
displays as a part of the real property, unless 
such on acquisition is prohibited by State 
law. 

3.8 Nonallowable moving expenses and 
losses, a. Additional expenses Incurred be¬ 
cause of living in a new location; 

b. Oost of moving structures or other im¬ 
provements In which the displaced person 
reserved ownership except as otherwise pro¬ 
vided by law; 

c. Improvements to the replacement ei 
except when required by law; 

d. Interest on loans to cover moving ex¬ 
penses; 
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e Loss of good-will; 

l Loss of profits; 

g Loss of trained employees; 

£’ Personal Injury; 

l. Cost of preparing the application for 
moving and related expenses; 

j. payment of search cost In connection 
with locating a replacement dwelling; and 

k. Such other Items as the head of the 
Federal agency determines should be ex¬ 
cluded. 

3.4 Expenses in searching for replacement 
business or farm —a. Allow able. (1) Actual 

travel costs; 

(2) Extra costs for meals and lodging; 

(3) Time spent in searching at the rate of 
the displaced person's salary or earnings, but 
not to exceed $10 per hour; and 

(4) In the discretion of the displacing 
agency, necessary broker, real estate or other 
professional fees to locate a replacement 
business or farm operation under circum¬ 
stances prescribed in Federal agency regula¬ 
tions. 

b. Limitation . The total amount a dis¬ 
placed person may be paid for searching ex¬ 
penses may not exceed $600 unless the head 
of the Federal agency determines that a 
greater amount Is Justified because of the 
circumstances Involved. 

3.5 Actual direct losses by business or 
farm operation. It the displaced person does 
not move personal property, he shall be re¬ 
quired to make a bona fide efTort to sell it, 
and shall be reimbursed for the reasonable 
costs incurred. 

a. When the business or farm operation 
Is discontinued, the displaced person is en¬ 
titled to the difference between the fair 
market value of the personal property for 
continued use at its location prior to dis¬ 
placement and the sale proceeds, or the esti¬ 
mated costs of moving 60 miles, whichever Is 
less. 

b. When the personal property Is aban¬ 
doned, the displaced person is entitled to pay¬ 
ment for the fair market value of the prop¬ 
erty for continued use at Its location prior 
to displacement or the estimated cost of mov¬ 
ing 50 miles, whichever Is less. 

c. The cost of removal of the personal 
property shall not be considered as an offset¬ 
ting charge against other payments to the 
displaced person. 


CHAPTER 4 . PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF MOVING AND 
RELATED EXPENSES 


4.1 Dwellings — schedules, a. Subsection 
202(b) provides that at the option of the 
displaced person he may receive a moving 
expense allowance not to exceed $300 based 
on schedules established by each agency 
head. Moving allowance schedules main¬ 
tained by the respective 8tate highway de¬ 
partments shall be used as the basis for the 
agency's schedules. These schedules should 
provide for adequate reimbursement tn every 
locality. The Federal Highway Administra¬ 
tion will approve &u such schedules on a 
current basis, and will make them available 
to displacing agencies upon request. 

d. Where there are no highway depart¬ 
ment schedules, the heads of the Federal 
agencies undertaking or providing ^deral 
nnanclal assistance to a project causing dis¬ 
placement in such areas shall cooperate in the 
development of a single moving expense 
schedule for the use of all displacing agen- 


c - A displaced person who elects to rec 
a payment based on a schedule shall be 
in ?^, the 8che<,ule used In the Jurlsdic 
*» *hlch the displacement occurs regari 
of where he relocates. 

4.2 Businesses—eligibility, a. A person 
Pkced from his business, as defined In 
«*ctlon 101(7) (A), (B), and (C), Is ellj 


under subsection 202(c) to receive a fixed 
payment In lieu of moving and related ex¬ 
penses. Care must be exercised in each In¬ 
stance, however, to assure that such pay¬ 
ments are made only In connection with a 
bona fide business. 

b. A payment in lieu of actual reasonable 
moving expenses may be made under section 
202(c) to the displaced owner of a business 
only If the local agency determines that, 
during the two taxable years prior to dis¬ 
placement, or during such other period as 
the head of the Federal agency determines 
to £e more equitable, the business: 

(1) Had average annual gross receipts of 
at least $2,000 In value; or 

(2) Had average annual net earnings of 
at least $1,000 In value; or 

(3) Contributed at least 83 ft percent of 
the average gross annual Income of the 
owner (s). including Income from all sources, 
such as welfare. 

If the application of the above criteria ob¬ 
viously creates an Inequity In a given case, 
the head of the Federal agency may approve 
the use of other criteria as determined 
appropriate. 

c. Those businesses, described In subsec¬ 
tion 101(7) (D) are not eligible under subsec¬ 
tion 202(c) for a payment in lieu of moving 
and related expenses. 

d. Where a displaced person is displaced 
from his place of business, no payment shall 
be made under subsection 202(c) until after 
the head of the displacing agency determines 

(1) that the business Is not part of a com¬ 
mercial enterprise having at least one other 
establishment not being acquired, which Is 
engaged in the same or similar business, and 

(2) that the business cannot be relocated 
without a substantial loss of existing patron¬ 
age. The determination of loss of existing 
patronage shall be made by the displacing 
agency only after consideration of all per¬ 
tinent circumstances. Including but not lim¬ 
ited to the following factors: 

(1) Type of business conducted by the dis¬ 
placed concern; 

(2) Nature of the clientele of the displaced 
concern; and 

(3) Relative importance of the present 
and proposed location to the displaced busi¬ 
ness and the availability of a suitable re¬ 
placement location for the displaced person. 

4.3 Farms. —a. Eligibility. A payment In 
lieu of actual reasonable moving expenses 
may be made to the displaced owner of a 
farm operation according to the criteria es¬ 
tablished for displaced owners of businesses 
(See 4.2 b). Such a payment may be made to 
the displaced operator of a farm operation 
only If the acquiring agency determines that 
the farm operator has discontinued his en¬ 
tire farm operation at the present location or 
has relocated the entire farm operation. 

b. Partial taking. In the case of a partial 
taking, the operator will be considered to 
have been displaced from a farm operation 
if: 

(1) The part taken met the definition of a 
farm operation prior to the taking; or 

(2) The taking caused the operator to be 
displaced from the farm operation on the 
remaining land* or 

(3) The taking caused such a substan¬ 
tial change In the nature of the existing 
farm operation as to constitute a displace¬ 
ment. 

If the use of the above criteria obviously 
creates an inequity in a given case, the head 
of the Federal agency may approve the use of 
other criteria as determined appropriate. 

4.4 Nonprofit organizations. If a non¬ 
profit organization 1 b displaced, no pay¬ 
ment shall be made under subsection 202 
(c) until after the head of the Federal 
agency determines: 


a. That the nonprofit organization cannot 
be relocated without a substantial loss of 
its existing patronage (The term "existing 
patronage" as used In connection with non¬ 
profit organizations Includes the persons, 
community, or clientele served or affected by 
the activities of the nonprofit organization); 
and 

b. That the nonprofit organization Is not 
part of a commercial enterprise having at 
least one other establishment not being ac¬ 
quired which is engaged In the same or simi¬ 
lar activity. 

4.5 Net earnings. The term “average an¬ 
nual net earnings" as used in subsection 202 
(c) means one-half of any net earnings of 
the business or farm operation before Fed¬ 
eral, State, and local Income taxes, during 
the two taxable years Immediately preced¬ 
ing the taxable year In which such business 
or farm operation moves from the real prop¬ 
erty acquired for such project, or during 
such other period as the head of the displac¬ 
ing agency determines to be more equitable 
for establishing such earnings, and Includes 
any compensation paid by the business or 
farm operation to the owner, his spouse or 
his dependents during such period. If a busi¬ 
ness or farm operation has no net earnings, or 
has suffered losses during the period used to 
compute “average annual net earnings" it 
may nevertheless receive the $2,600 minimum 
payment authorized by this subsection. 

4.6 Amount of business fixed payment. 
The fixed payment to a person displaced from 
a farm operation or from his place of busi¬ 
ness. Including nonprofit organizations, shall 
be In an amount equal to the average annual 
net earnings of the business or farm oper¬ 
ation, except that such a payment shall not 
be less than $2,600 nor more than $10,000. 

CHAPTER 5. REPLACEMENT HOUSING PAYMENT 
FOR HOMEOWNERS 

5.1 Eligibility, a. A displaced owner-oc¬ 
cupant is eligible for a replacement housing 
payment authorized by section 203(a) not 
to exceed $16,000 if he meets both of the 
following requirements: 

(1) Actually owned and occupied the ac¬ 
quired dwelling from which displaced for 
not less than 180 days prior to the Initiation 
of negotiations for the property, or owned 
and occupied the property covered or quali¬ 
fied under section 217 for not less than 180 
days prior to displacement (The term "initia¬ 
tion of negotiations" means the day on which 
the acquiring agency makes the first per¬ 
sonal contact with the property owner or 
his representative and furnishes him with a 
written offer to purchase the real property.); 
and 

(2) Purchases and occupies a replacement 
dwelling, which is decent, safe, and sanitary, 
not later than the end of the one-year pe¬ 
riod beginning on the date on which he re¬ 
ceives from the displacing agency the final 
payment of all costs of the acquired dwelling, 
or on the date on which he moves from the 
acquired dwelling, whichever la the later 
date. 

b. If a displaced owner-oocupant of a 
dwelling Is determined to be Ineligible under 
this chapter, he may be eligible for a re¬ 
placement housing payment under chapter 

6 . 

6.2 Cornjyarable replacement dioelling. For 
the purposes of rendering relocation as¬ 
sistance by making referrals for replace¬ 
ment housing and for computing the re¬ 
placement housing payment, a comparable 
replacement dwelling Is one which Is decent, 
safe, and sanitary, and: 

a. Functionally equivalent and substan¬ 
tially the same as the acquired dwelling, but 
not excluding newly constructed housing; 
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b. Adequate In size to meet the needs of 
the displaced family or Individual. (How¬ 
ever, at the option of the displaced person, 
a replacement dwelling may exceed his needs 
when the replacement dwelling has the same 
number of rooms or the equivalent square 
footage as the dwelling from which he was 
displaced.); 

c. Open to all persons regardless of race, 
color, religion, or national origin, consistent 
with the requirement of the Civil Rights 
Act of 1964 and Title VIII of the Civil Rights 
Act of 1968; 

d. Located In an area not generally less de¬ 
sirable than the one in which the acquired 
dwelling Is located with respect to: 

(1) Neighborhood conditions. Including 
but not limited to municipal services and 
other environmental factors; 

(2) Public utilities; and 

(3) Public and commercial facilities; 

e. Reasonably accessible to the displaced 
person’8 place of employment or potential 
place of employment; 

f. Within the financial means of the dis¬ 
placed family or Individual; and 

g. Available on the market to the displaced 
person. 

If housing meeting the requirement of 
this paragraph is not available on the 
market, the head of a displacing agency may, 
upon a proper finding of the need therefor, 
consider available housing exceeding these 
basic criteria. 

6.3 Computation of replacement housing 
payment. The replacement housing payment 
of not more than $15,000 comprises the 
following: 

a. Differential payment for replacement 
housing. The head of the Federal agency may 
determine the amount which, if any, when 
added to the acquisition cost of the dwelling 
acquired by the displacing agency, is neces¬ 
sary to purchase a comparable replacement 
dwelling by either establishing a schedule 
or by using a comparative method. The re- 
locatee is bound to the method selected for 
use by the displacing agency. 

(1) Schedule method. The agency may es¬ 
tablish a schedule of reasonable acquisition 
costs for comparable replacement dwellings 
of the various types of dwellings to be ac¬ 
quired and available on the private market. 
The schedule shall be based on a current 
market analysis sufficient to support deter¬ 
minations of the amount for each type of 
dwelling to be acquired. When more than 
one Federal agency Is causing displacement 
in a community or an area, the heads of the 
agencies concerned shall coordinate the es¬ 
tablishment of the schedule for replacement 
housing payments. 

(2) Comparative method. The agency may 
determine the price of a comparable replace¬ 
ment dwelling by selecting a dwelling or 
dwellings that are most representative of the 
dwelling unit acquired, are available to the 
displaced person, and meet the definition of 
comparable replacement dwellings. A single 
dwelling shall be used only when additional 
comparable dwellings are not available. 

(3) Alternate method. The head of the 
displacing agency may develop criteria for 
computing replacement housing payments 
when neither the schedule method nor the 
comparative method is feasible. An alternate 
method proposed by a State agency should be 
subject to prior concurrence of the appro¬ 
priate Federal agency. 
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(4) Limitations. The amount established 
as the differential payment for the replace¬ 
ment housing sets the upper limit of this 
payment. 

(a) If the displaced person voluntarily 
purchases and occupies a decent, safe, and 
sanitary dwelling at a price less than the 
above, the comparable replacement housing 
payment shall be reduced to the amount 
required to pay the difference between the 
acquisition price of the acquired dwelling 
and the actual purchase price of the replace¬ 
ment dwelling. 

(b) If the displaced person voluntarily 
purchases and occupies a decent, safe, and 
sanitary dwelling at a price less than the 
acquisition price of the acquired dwelling, 
no differential payment shall be made. 

b. Interest payment. The head of the Fed¬ 
eral agency shall determine the amount. If 
any, necessary to compensate a displaced per¬ 
son for any Increased Interest costs, includ¬ 
ing points paid by the purchaser. 8uch 
amount shall be paid only If the acquired 
dwelling was encumbered by a bona fide 
mortgage. The following shall be considered: 

(1) The payment shall be equal to the 
excess in the aggregate interest and other 
debt service costs of the amount of the prin¬ 
cipal of the mortgage on the replacement 
dwelling which is equal to the unpaid bal¬ 
ance of the bona fide mortgage on the ac¬ 
quired dwelling, at the time of acquisition, 
over the remaining term of the mortgage on 
the acquired dwelling, reduced to discounted 
present value. 

(2) The discount rate shall be the prevail¬ 
ing interest rate paid on savings deposits by 
commercial banks in the general area in 
which the replacement dwelling Is located. 

(3) A “bona fide mortgage” is one which 
was a valid lien on the acquired dwelling 
for not less than 180 days prior to the initia¬ 
tion of negotiations. All bona fide mortgages 
on the dwelling acquired by the displacing 
agency will be used to compute the increased 
Interest cost portion of the replacement 
housing payment. 

(4) The computation of the payment for 
Increased interest costs will be based on the 
actual term of the new mortgage or the re¬ 
maining term of the old mortgage, which¬ 
ever Is the lesser, and the computation will 
be based on the actual amount of the new 
mortgage or the amount of the old mortgage, 
whichever is the lesser. 

(a) Seller's points are not to be included 
In the Interest computation. 

(b) The actual Interest rate of the new 
mortgage will be used in the computation. 

(c) Purchaser's points and/or loan origi¬ 
nation fees will be added to the computed 
Interest payment. 

(5) However, the Interest payment shall be 
based on the present value of the reasonable 
cost of the Interest differential, Including 
points paid by the purchaser, on the amount 
of the unpaid debt on the acquired dwelling 
for its remaining term. 

(6) See Figure 6.3.1, Format for Computa¬ 
tion of Interest Payment. 

c. Incidental expenses. (1) The head of the 
Federal agency shall determine the amount. 
If any. necessary to reimburse a displaced 
person for reasonable costs incurred by Mm 
Incident to the purchase of the replacement 
dwelling (but not Including prepaid ex¬ 
penses) such as: 

(a) Legal, closing, and related costs in¬ 
cluding title search, preparing conveyance 


instruments, notary fees, surveys, preparing 
plats, and charges incident to recordation; 

(b) Lenders’. FHA, or VA, appraisal fees; 

(c) FHA application fee; 

(d) Certification of structural soundness 
when required by lender, FHA, or VA; 

(e) Credit report; 

(f) Title policies or abstracts of title; 

(g) Escrow agent’s fee; and 

(h) State revenue stamps or sale or trans¬ 
fer taxes. 

(2) No fee. cost, charge, or expense is re¬ 
imbursable as an Incidental expense which 
is determined to be a part of the finance 
charge under the Truth in Lending Act, Title 
I, Public Law 90-321, and Regulation ••Z” 
(12 CFR Part 226) issued pursuant thereto 
by the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System. 

d. Case going through condemnation . No 
property owner should be deprived of the 
earliest possible payment of the replacement 
housing amounts to which he is rightfully 
due. The following procedure shall be used 
on cases involving condemnation: 

(1) An advance replacement housing pay¬ 
ment can be computed and paid to a prop¬ 
erty owner If the determination of the acqui¬ 
sition price will be delayed pending the out¬ 
come of condemnation proceedings. The 
agency may make a provisional replacement 
housing payment to the displaced home- 
owner based on the agency’s maximum offer 
for the property, providing the homeowner 
enters into an agreement with the agencv 
that: 

(a) Upon final determination of the con¬ 
demnation proceedings, the replacement 
housing payment will be recomputed using 
the acquisition price determined by the 
court as compared to the actual price paid 
or the amount determined necessary to ac¬ 
quire a comparable, decent, safe, and sani¬ 
tary dwelling; and 

(b) If the amount awarded in the condem¬ 
nation proceedings as the fair market value 
of the property acquired plus the amount of 
the recomputed replacement housing pay¬ 
ment exceeds the price paid for, or the ac¬ 
quiring agency's determined cost of a 
comparable dwelling, he will refund to the 
acquiring agency, an amount equal to the 
amount of the excess. However, in no event 
shall he be required to refund more than the 
amount of the replacement housing payment 
advanced. 

(2) If the property owner does not agree 
to such adjustment, the replacement hous¬ 
ing payment shall be deferred until the case 
is finally adjudicated and computed on the 
basis of the final determination, using the 
award as the acquisition price. 

6.4 Mortgage insurance. The head of any 
Federal agency administering Federal mort¬ 
gage Insurance programs may, upon appli¬ 
cation by a mortgagee, insure any mortgage 
(Including advances during construction) on 
a comparable replacement dwelling executed 
by a displaced person assisted under this 
section. If the mortgage Is eligible for insur- 
ance under any Federal law administered by 
the agency notwithstanding any require¬ 
ments under the law relating to age, physi¬ 
cal condition, or other personal character¬ 
istics of eligible mortgagors and may make 
commitments for the insurance of the mort¬ 
gage prior to the date of execution of the 
mortgage. 
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Required Information 

1 . Outstanding balance of mortgage on acquired dwelling_ $ 

2 . Outstanding balance of mortgage on replacement dwelling_ $__ 

3 Lesser of Line 1 or Line 3- $_ 

4 dumber of months remaining until last payment Is due for mort¬ 

gage on acquired dwelling- 

5 , Number of months remaining until last payment Is due for 

mortgage on replacement dwelling- 

6 . Lesser of Line 4 or Line 5- 

Annual Interest rate of mortgage on acquired dwelling (percent) _ 

8 . Annual Interest rate of mortgage on replacement dwelling (or. If 

it Is lower, the prevailing annual Interest rate currently charged 
by mortgage lending institutions In the general area In which 
the replacement dwelling la located) (percent)- 

9. Prevailing annual interest rate paid on standard passbook savings 

accounts by commercial banks (percent)_ 

10 . If applicable, any debt service costs on the loan on the replace¬ 
ment dwelling, such as points paid by the purchaser which are 
not reimbursable as an Incidental expense_ $_ 

Development or Monthly Payment Figures 

A. Monthly payment required to amortize a loan of $_In 

(Line 3) 

__months at an annual Interest rate of_percent- $-- 

(Line 6 ) (Line 7) 

B. Monthly payment required to amortize a loan of $-In 

(LlneS) 

„_months at an annual Interest rate of_percent- $— 

(Line 6 ) (Line 8 ) 

C. Monthly payment required to amortize a loan of $-In 

(Line 3) 

_months at an annual Interest rate of-percent- $--. 

(Line 6 ) (Line 9) 

Calculation of Interest Payment 
S tep 1 Subtract A from B: 

Monthly payment based on rate for replacement dwelling (B)— $—. 

Monthly payment based on rate for acquired dwelling (A)-— 

Result (difference)- . 

Step 2 Divide result (difference) of Step 1 by C (carry to 6 decimal 
places): 

Result (difference) from 8 tep 1 - 

Monthly payment based on savings rate (C)- 

Result (quotient)_______ 

Step 3 Multiply outstanding balance of mortgage on acquired 
dwelling by result (quotient) of Step 2: 

Outstanding Balance (from Line 3)_ $— 

Result (quotient) of Step 2_ X 

Result (product)___-_-_ 

8 tep 4 Add to result (product) of Step 3 any debt service costs on 
the loan on the replacement dwelling: 

Result (product) of Step 3. first mortgage- $- 

Result (product) of Step 3. second mortgage 1 -- $- 

Sum or difference, as applicable 1 _- $- 

Add debt service costs on loan on replacement dwelling (Line 10) - $- 
Amount of interest payment--- $- 


•— 


l lf there Is more than one outstanding mortgage on an acquired dwelling, the discounted 
value of each mortgage must be determined. To do this, a separate computation is made to 
each mortgage through 8tep 3. A consolidated Step 4 Is then completed. 


chapter e. replacement housing payments 

FOR TENANTS AND CERTAIN OTHERS 

6.1 Eligibility, a. A displaced tenant or 
owner-occupant of a dwelling for less than 
180 days Is eligible for a replacement housing 
payment not to exceed $4,000. as authorized 
by section 204, if he actually occupied the 
dwelling for not less than 90 days prior to 
the Initiation of negotiations for acquisition 
of the property or actually occupied the prop¬ 
erty covered or qualified under section 217 
for not leas than 90 days prior to displace¬ 
ment. The term “Initiation of negotiations" 
means the day on which the acquiring agency 
makes the first personal contact with the 
property.owner or his representative and fur- 
mshes him with a written offer to purchase 
wie real property. Agencies' regulations shall 
provide that tenants and other persons oc- 

pying the property shall be advised when 

wifwt 110118 for the property are initiated 
with the owner thereof. 


b. An owner-occupant of a dwelling for not 
less than 180 days prior to the Initiation of 
negotiations Is eligible for a replacement 
housing payment as a tenant, as authorized 
by section 204. when he rents a decent, safe, 
and sanitary replacement dwelling Instead 
of purchasing and occupying a replacement 
docent, safe, and sanitary dwelling not later 
t:.an the end of the one-year period begin¬ 
ning on the date on which he receives from 
the displacing agency final payment for all 
costs for the acquired dwelling, or on the 
date on which he moves from the acquired 
dwelling, whichever Is the later date. 

6.2 Computation of replacement housing 
payments for displaced tenants. A displaced 
tenant is eligible for a rental replacement 
housing payment; or. If he purchases replace¬ 
ment housing within 1 year from displace¬ 
ment. he Is eligible tor a down payment. In¬ 
cluding expenses Incidental to closing, not to 
exceed $4,000. 


a. Rental replacement housing payment. 
The head of the Federal agency Involved may 
determine the amount necessary to rent a 
comparable replacement dwelling by either 
establishing a schedule or by using a com¬ 
parative method. 

(1) Schedule method. The agency may 
establish a rental schedule for renting com¬ 
parable replacement dwellings as described In 
paragraph 5.2 and which are available in the 
private market for the various types of 
dwellings to be acquired. The payment shall 
be computed by determining the amount 
necessary to rent a comparable replacement 
dwelling for 4 years (the average monthly 
cost from the schedule) and subtracting from 
that amount forty-eight times the average 
month’s rent paid by the displaced tenant 
in the last 3 months prior to initiation of 
negotiation. If such rent was reasonable. 
Agency regulations may prescribe circum¬ 
stances which may dictate the use of eco¬ 
nomic rent rather than actual rent paid by 
the displaced tenant. For purposes of these 
guidelines, economic rent is defined as the 
amount of rent the displaced tenant would 
have had to pay for a comparable dwelling 
unit In an area similar to the neighborhood 
In which the dwelling unit to be acquired 
is located. The schedule should be based on 
current analysis of the market to determine 
an amount for each type of dwelling re¬ 
quired. When more than one Federal agency 
Is causing the displacement in a community 
or an area, the agency heads shall cooperate 
in choosing the method for computing the 
replacement housing payment and may use 
uniform schedules of average rental housing 
in the community or area. 

(2) Comparative method. The agency may 
determine the average month 'b rent by select¬ 
ing one or more dwellings most representa¬ 
tive of the dwelling unit acquired, which 
are available to the displaced person and meet 
the definition of comparable replacement 
dwellings as described In paragraph 5.2. The 
payment should be computed by determining 
the amount necessary to rent a comparable 
replacement dwelling for 4 years and sub¬ 
tracting from such amount forty-eight times 
the average month’s rent paid by the dis¬ 
placed tenant In the last 3 months prior to 
initiation of negotiations tf the rent was 
reasonable. Agency regulations may pre¬ 
scribe circumstances which may dictate the 
use of economic rather than actual rent paid 
by the displaced tenant. 

(3) Exceptions. The head of the Federal 
agency may establish the average month's 
rent paid by the displaced person by using 
more than 3 months If he deems it advisable. 
If rent Is being paid to the displacing agency, 
economic rent shall be used in determining 
the amount of the payment to which the 
displaced tenant Is entitled. 

(4) Alternate to (J) and (2), above. When 
neither method is feasible, the head of the 
Federal agency shall develop criteria for com¬ 
puting the payment. 

(5) Limitation. The amount of the rental 
replacement housing payment shall be com¬ 
puted by subtracting the economic rent of 
the acquired dwelling from the lesser of: 

(a) The amount of rent actually paid for 
the replacement dwelling; or 

(b) The amount determined by the dis¬ 
placing agency as necessary to rent a com¬ 
parable replacement dwelling. 

(8) Disbursement of rental replacement 
housing payment. The head of the Federal 
agency shall develop procedures to Implement 
section 204 to provide, within the $4,000 and 
four-year limitations of that section, a rental 
replacement housing payment that will en¬ 
able the dlspiacee to rent comparable, decent, 
safe, and sanitary housing. The amount of 
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the rental payment under section 204(1) 
shall be determined and paid In a lump sum, 
except It shall be paid In installments If the 
displaced person so requests. 

b. Purchases—replacement housing pay- 
ment. If the tenant elects to purchase instead 
of renting, the payment shall be computed 
by determining the amount necessary to en¬ 
able him to make a down payment and to 
cover incidental expenses on the purchase of 
replacement housing, as follows: 

(1) The amount of the down payment 
shall be the lesser of: 

(a) The amount that would be required 
as a down payment for financing a conven¬ 
tional loan on a comparable dwelling; or 

(b) The amount required as a down pay¬ 
ment for financing a conventional loan on 
the replacement dwelling actually purchased. 

The amount determined shall be added to 
the amount required to be paid by the 
purchaser as points and/or origination or 
loan services fee if such fees are normal to 
real estate transactions in the area on the 
comparable dwelling or the replacement 
dwelling, whichever is the lesser. 

(2) Incidental expenses of closing the 
transaction are those as described In sub- 
paragraph 5.3c. 

(3) The maximum payment shall not ex¬ 
ceed $4,000, except that if more than $2,000 
Is required, the tenant must match any 
amount in excess of $2,000 by an equal 
amount in making the down payment. 

(4) The full amount of the replacement 
bousing payment must be applied to the pur¬ 
chase price and incidental costs Bhown on 
the closing statement. 

6.3 Computation of replacement housing 
payments for certain others, a. A displaced 
owner-occupant who does not qualify for a 
replacement housing payment under chap¬ 
ter 5 because of the 180 days occupancy 
requirement and elects to rent is eligible for 
a rental replacement housing payment not 
to exceed $4,000. The payment shall be com¬ 
puted in the same manner as that shown in 
gubpargraph 6.2a, except that the present 
rental rate for the acquired dwelling shall 
be economic rent as determined by market 
data. 

b. A displaced owner-occupant who does 
not qualify for a replacement housing pay¬ 
ment under chapter 6 because of the 180 
day occupancy requirement and elects to pur¬ 
chase a replacement dwelling is eligible for a 
replacement housing down payment and 
closing costs not to exceed $4,000. The pay¬ 
ment shall be computed in the same manner 
as that shown in subparagraph 6.2b. 

CHAPTER 7. RELOCATION ASSISTANCE ADVISORY 
SERVICES 

7.1 Relocation assistance advisory pro- 
gram. Under section 205, the head of a Fed¬ 
eral agency shall require a relocation assist¬ 
ance advisory program for persons displaced 
as a result of Federal or federally assisted 
programs or projects. Federal agencies shall 
provide the advisory program where Federal 
projects are Involved: State agencies shall 
provide the advisory program when federally 
assisted projects are Involved. Each reloca¬ 
tion assistance advisory program shall in¬ 
clude such measures, facilities, or services as 
may be necessary or appropriate to perform 
all of the tasks detailed in section 205(c). 

7.2 Coordination of planned relocation 
activities —a. Federal coordination . When two 
or more Federal agencies contemplate dis¬ 
placement activities in a given community or 
area, the heads of the respective agencies 
responsible for the planned activities shall 
require that appropriate channels of com¬ 
munication be established between the agen¬ 
cies for the purpose of planning relocation 
activities and coordinating available hous¬ 


ing resources. The agencies Involved shall 
consult with the appropriate Housing and 
Urban Development Regional/Area Office 
within the Jurisdictional area concernin g the 
availability of housing. Figure 7.2.1, HUD 
Field Office Jurisdictions, is a directory of 
regional area offices, which will be main¬ 
tained on a current basis by the Department 
of Housing and Urban Development. Subse¬ 
quent updated directories will be furnished 
to agencies upon request. The agencies caus¬ 
ing the displacement shall designate at least 
one representative who will meet periodically 
with the representatives of other Federal 
agencies to review the Impact of their re¬ 
spective programs on the community or area. 

b. Local coordination. To further Insure 
maximum coordination of relocation activi¬ 
ties in a given community or area, each Fed¬ 
eral agency’s regulations shall require that 
the displacing agency consult appropriate 
local officials before approving any proposed 
project in the community, consistent with 
the requirements of the procedures promul¬ 
gated by the Office of Management and 
Budget Circular A-95 (Revised). That cir¬ 
cular provides a central point for Identifying 
local officials. 

7.3 Contracting for relocation services — 
a. Contracting with central relocation 
agency. The head of a displacing agency con¬ 
templating the initiation of displacement 
activities shall consider contracting with the 
central relocation agency in a community 
or area for carrying out its relocation activi¬ 
ties. Federal agency regulations and proce¬ 
dures shall require specific performance 
standards for these services. The appropriate 
Housing and Urban Development Regional/ 
Area Office shall provide Information and 
assistance, on request from other Federal 
agencies, concerning these services. 

b. Contracting with others. When a cen¬ 
tralised relocation agency is not available in 
a community or if In the Judgment of the 
displacing agency the centralized agency doee 
not have the capacity to provide the neces¬ 
sary services, within the time required by the 
agency’s program, the displacing agency may 
contract with another public agency or a 
private contractor who can provide the neces¬ 
sary relocation services. 

7.4 General contacts —a. Veterans Admin¬ 
istration (VA). The Veterans Administration 
maintains a housing counseling service and 
a displaced persons priority program for pro¬ 
viding VA-owned housing to displaced per¬ 
sons. These services may be made available 
to persons displaced by Federal and federally 
assisted programs and the local VA Loan 
Guarantee Office should be contacted. 

b. Small Business Administration. The 
Small Business Administration provides tech¬ 
nical and loan counseling services for small 
businesses. A displaced businessman should 
be advised of these servloes. 

c. Department of Agriculture. The Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture provides many services 
through its direot action farmer assistance 
programs, activities in rural nonfarm com¬ 
munities and also urban communities of un¬ 
der 10.000 population. Coordination with the 
Farmer’s Home Administration, Department 
of Agriculture, is recommended when a farm 
operation is displaced. 

d. Local governmental organizations. Local 
governmental organizations and agencies may 
have rent supplement, public housing, or re¬ 
lated relocation assistance programs which 
may be utilized to provide housing for the 
occupants displaced from a project. Local 
programs should be utilized where they exist. 
Local non-governmental associations may 
also be used In helping a displaced person. 
Local real estate boards, apartment owners 
associations, home builders associations, and 
other organizations may provide informa¬ 


tion and services that will help obtain com¬ 
parable replacement housing for displaced 
persons and suitable replacement sites for 
displaced businesses. Also many States have 
veterans’ organizations which offer service, 
to veterans. The availability of such State 
organizations should be ascertained and used 

U.8. Department or Housing and Urban 
Development 

FIELD OFFICE JURISDICTIONS 

October 15, 1973. 

Region I 

Regional Administrator James J. Barry 
Rm. 800, John F. Kennedy Federal Building 
Boston. Massachusetts 02203 
Tel. (617) 223-4066 

area offices 

Connecticut, Hartford 06105 

999 Asylum Avenue 

Tel. (203 ) 244-3638 

Area Director—Lawrence L. Thompson 

Massachusetts. Boston 02114 

Bulfinch Building 

15 New Chardon Street 

Tel. (617) 223—4111 

Area Director—M. Daniel Richardson, Jr. 

New Hampshire, Manchester 03101 

Davison Building 

1230 Elm Street 

Tel. (603 ) 669-7681 

Area Director—Creeley 8. Buchanan 

INSURING OFFICES 

Maine. Bangor 04401 
Federal Building and Post Office 
202 Harlow Street 
Post Office Box 1357 
FTSTel. (207) 942-8271 
Commercial Number: 942-8271 
Director—Wayne M. Johnson 
Rhode Island, Providence 02903 
330 Post Office Annex 
Tel. (401) 528-4351 
Director—Charles J. McCabe 
Vermont, Burlington 05401 
Federal Building 
Elmwood Avenue 
Post Office Box 989 
FTSTel. (802 ) 862-6274 
Commercial Number: 862-6501 
Director—Leslie E. Snow 

Region n 

Regional Administrator S. William Green 
26 Federal Plaza. Room 3541 
New York, New York 10007 
Tei. (212) 264-8068 

AREA OFFICES 

New Jersey. Camden 08103 
The Parkade Building 
619 Federal Street 
FTSTel. (609 ) 963-2301 
Commercial Number: 963-2541 
Area Director—Philip O. Sadler 
New Jersey. Newark 07102 
Gateway 1 Building 
Raymond Plaza 
Tel. (201) 645-3010 
Area Director—James P. Sweeney 
New York. Buffalo 14202 
Grant Building 
660 Main Street 
Tel. (716) 842-3510 
Area Director—Frank D. Cerabone 
New York. New York 10007 
120 Church Street 
Tel. (212 ) 264-2870 
Area Director—Joseph D. Monticcldo 
(Acting) 
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COMMONWEALTH AREA OFFICE 

Puerto Rico, 8an Juan 00936 
255 Ponce de Leon Avenue 
Hato Rey. Puerto Rico 

Mailing Address: G Post Office Box 3869, 
San Juan. Puerto Rico 

FTS Tel. (Dial 202-967-1221—ask operator 
for 6220201; from Washington. D.C.—dial 
Code 106—ask operator for 622-0201) 
Commercial Number: 809-765-0404 
Area Administrator—Jose E. Febrea Silva 
(Acting) 

INSURING OFFICES 

New York, Albany 12206 

Westpate North 

30 Russell Road 

Tel. (518) 472-3567 

Director—Robert J. Wolf (Acting) 

New York, Hempstead 11550 
176 Pulton Avenue 
Tel. (516) 485-5000 
Director—Michael Leen (Acting) 

Region III 

Regional Administrator 
Theodore R. Robb 
Curtis Building 
6th and Walnut Streets 
Philadelphia. Pennsylvania 19106 
Tel. (215) 597-2560 

AREA OFFICES 

District of Columbia, Washington 20000 
Universal North Building 
1875 Connecticut Ave. N.W. 

Tel. (202) 382—4855 

Area Director—Harry W. Staller (Aotlng) 
Maryland. Baltimore 21201 
Two Hopkins Plaza 

Mercantile Bank and Trust Building 

Tel. (301) 962-2121 

Area Director—Allen T. Clapp 

Pennsylvania. Philadelphia 19106 

Curtis Building 

625 Walnut Street 

Tel. (215) 697-2665 

Area Director—Joseph A. LaSala (Acting) 

Pennsylvania. Pittsburgh 16212 

Two Allegheny Center 

Tel. (412) 644-2802 

Area Director—Charles J. Lieberth 

Virginia, Richmond 23210 

701 East Franklin Street 

Tel. (804 ) 782-2721 

Area Director—Carroll A. Mason 

INSURING OFFICES 

Delaware. Wilmington 10801 

Farmers Bank Building, 14th Floor 

918 Market Street 

FTS Tel. (302) 571-6330 

Director—Henry McC. Winchester. Jr. 

West Virginia. Charleston 25330 
New Federal Building 
WO Quarrler Street 
Poet Office Box 2948 
TO Tel. (304 ) 343-1321 
Commercial Number: 343-6161 
Director—H. William Rogers 

SPECIAL RECOVERY OFFICE 

Scranton. Pennsylvania 18503 
Lackawanna County Building 
Spruce and Adams Avenue 
Tel 717-344-7393 
Director—James D. Corbin 
Region IV 

Regional Administrator. E. Lamar Seals 
tree-Seventh Building 
60 Seventh Street, N.E, 

Atlanta, Georgia 30323 
Tel. (404) 526-6685 


AREA OFFICES 

Alabama, Birmingham 85233 

Daniel Building 

16 South 20th Street 

Tel. (206) 325-3264 

Area Director—Jon Will Pitts 

Florida. Jacksonville 32204 

Peninsular Plaza 

661 Riverside Avenue 

Tel. (904 ) 791-2626 

Area Director—Forreet W. Howell 

Georgia. Atlanta 30303 
Peachtree Center Building 
230 Peachtree Street, N.W. 

Tel. (404 ) 526-4576 

Area Director—William A. Hartman, Jr. 
(Acting) 

Kentucky, Louisville 40201 
Children's Hospital Foundation Bldg. 

601 South Floyd Street 

Poet Office Box 1044 

Tel. (502) 582-5251 

Area Director—Virgil G. Kinnaird 

Mississippi, Jackson 39213 
101-0 Third Floor Jackson Mall 
300 Woodrow Wilson Avenue, W. 

FTS Tel. (601) 948-2267 
Commercial Number: 366-2634 
Area Director—James S. Roland 

North Carolina, Greensboro 27408 
2309 West Cone Boulevard 
Northwest Plaza 
FTS Tel. (919) 275-9361 
Commercial Number: 275-9111 
Area Director—Richard B. Barnwell 

South Carolina, Columbia 29202 

1801 Main Street 

Jefferson Square 

Tel. (803 ) 765-5591 

Area Director—Clifton O. Brown 

Tennessee. Knoxville 37919 
One Northshore Building 
1111 Northshore Drive 
FTS Tel. (615 ) 624-4561 
Commercial Number: 584-8527 
Area Director—Carroll G. Oakes 

INSURING OFFICES 

Florida, Coral Gables 33134 
3001 Ponce de Leon Boulevard 
FTS Tel. (305) 350-6221 
Commercial Number: 445-2561 
Director—Louis T. Baine (Acting) 

Florida. Tampa 33609 
4224-28 Henderson Boulevard 
Post Office Box 18165 
Tel. (813) 228-2501 
Director—K. Wayne 8wlger 
Tennessee. Memphis 38103 
28th Floor, 100 North Main Street 
Tel. (901) 634-3141 

Director—Glynn O. Raby, Jr. (Acting) 

Tennessee. Nashville 37203 

1717 West End Building 

Tel. (615) 749-6521 

Director—George N. Gragsoa 

Region V 

Regional Administrator George J. Vovoulis 
300 South Wacker Drive 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 
Tel. (312) 363-6680 

AREA OFFICES 
Illinois, Chicago 60602 
17 North Dearborn Street 
Tel. (312 ) 353-7660 
Area Director—John L. Waner 
Indiana. Indianapolis 46205 
Willowbrook 6 Building 
4720 Kings way Drive 
Tel. (317) 633-7188 


Area Director—Choice Edwards (Acting) 

Michigan, Detroit 48226 

5th Floor. First National Building 

660 Woodward Avenue 

Tel. (313) 226-7900 

Area Director—John E. Kane (Acting) 

Minnesota, Mlnneapolls-St. Paul 

Griggs-Midway Building 

1821 University Avenue 

St. Paul. Minnesota 65104 

Tel. (612) 725—4701 

Area Director—Thomas T. Feeney 

Ohio, Columbus 43215 

60 East Main 8treet 

Tel. (614 ) 469-7345 

Area Director—Elmer C. Binford (Acting) 
Wisconsin, Milwaukee 53203 
744 North 4th Street 
Tel. (414) 224-3223 

Area Director—Richard A. Kaiser (Acting) 

INSURING OFFICES 

Illinois, Springfield 62704 

Lincoln Tower Plaza 

624 South Second Street, Room 600 

Tel. (217) 525-4414 

Director—Boyd O. Barton 

Michigan, Grand Rapids 49505 
Northbrook Building Number 11 
2922 Fuller Avenue. N.E. 

Tel. (016) 450-2225 
Director—Alfred Raven 

Ohio, Cincinnati 45202 

Federal Office Building 

560 Main Street. Room 9009 

Tel. (513 ) 684-2884 

Director—Charles Collins n (Acting) 

Ohio, Cleveland 44199 
Federal Building 
1240 East 9th Street 
Tel. (216) 522-4065 
Director—Charles P. Lucas 

Region VI 

Regional Administrator Richard L. Morgan 
Room 14835, New Dallas Federal Building 
1100 Commerce Street 
Dallas, Texas 75202 
Tel. (214) 749-7401 

AREA OFFICES 

Arkansas, Little Rock 72201 
Room 1490, Union National Plaza 
Tel. (501) 378-5401 
Area Director—Thomas E. Barber 

Louisiana, New Orleans 70113 

Plaza Tower 

1001 Howard Avenue 

Tel. (504) 527-2003 

Area Director—Thomas J. Armstrong 

Oklahoma, Oklahoma City 73102 
301 North Hudson Street 
FTS Tel. (405 ) 231-4891 
Commercial Number: 231-4181 
Area Director—Robert H. Breeden 

Texas, Dallas 75202 

2001 Bryan Tower, 4th Floor 

Tel. (214) 749-1601 

Area Director—Manuel Sanchez in 

Texas. San Antonio 78286 
Kail Ison Building 
410 South Main Avenue 
Post Office Box 9163 
FrSTei. (512)225-4685 
Commercial Number: 225-5511 
Area Director—Finals E. Jolly 

INSURINO OFFICES 

Louisiana, Shreveport 71101 
514 Rlcou-Brewster Building 
425 Milam Street 
FTS Tel. (318) 426-6601 
Commercial Number: 425-1241 
Director—Rudy Langford 
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New Mexico, Albuquerque 87110 
625 Truman Street, NJ2. 

Tel. (506) 766-3251 
Director—Luther G. Branham 

Oklahoma, Tul6a 74162 
1708 Utica Square 
Post Office Box 4054 
Tel. (918) 581-7435 
Director—Robert H. Gardner 

Texas, Port Worth 76102 
819 Taylor Street 
Room 13A01 Federal Bunding 
Tel. (817) 334-3233 
Director—Richard M. Hazelwood 

Texas, Houston 77046 
Two Greenway Plaza East, Suite 200 
Tel. (713 ) 226-4336 
Director—William A. Painter 

Texas. Lubbock 79408 
Courthouse and Federal Office Building 
1205 Texas Avenue 
Post Office Box 1647 
FTSTel. (806 ) 747-3266 
Commercial Number: 747-3711 
Director—Don D. Earney 

Region VII 

Regional Administrator Elmer E. Smith 
Federal Office Building, Room 300 
911 Walnut Street 
Kansas City, Missouri 64106 
Tel. (816) 374-2661 

AREA OFFICES 

Kansas, Kansas City 66101 
Two Gateway Center 
4th and State Streets 
Tel. (816) 374-4356 

Area Director—William R. Southerland 
Missouri, St. Louis 63101 
210 North 12th Street 
Tel. (314) 622-4760 
Area Director—Elmo O. Turner 
Nebraska, Omaha 68106 
Unlvac Building 
7100 West Center Road 
Tel. (402) 221-9301 
Area Director—Guy J. Birch 

INSURING OFFICES 

Iowa. Des Moines 50309 
210 Walnut Street 
Room 269 Federal Building 
Tel. (615) 284—4612 
Director—Nate Ruben 
Kansas, Topeka 66603 
700 Kansas Avenue 
Tel. (913 ) 234-8241 
Director—Jim Haff (Acting) 

Region vm 

Regional Administrator Robert C. Rosen¬ 
heim 

Federal Building 
1961 Stout Street 
Denver, Colorado 80202 
Tel.(303) 837-4881 

INSURING OFFICES 

Colorado, Denver 80202 
4th Floor, Title Building 
909—17th Street 
Tel. (303) 837-2441 
Director—Joseph G. Wagner 
Montana, Helena 59601 
616 Helena Avenue * 

Tel. (406) 442-3237 
Director—Orvln B. Fjare 
North Dakota, Fargo 68102 
Federal Building 
653 2d Avenue N. 

Post Office Box 2483 
Tel. (701) 237-6136 
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Director—Duane R. LlfTrig 

South Dakota, Sioux Falls 57102 

119 Federal Building UJS. Courthouse 

400 S. Phillips Avenue 

FTSTel. (605) 336-2223 

Commercial Number: 336-2980 

Director—Rodger L. Rosenwald 

Utah, Salt Lake City 84111 

125 South State Street 

Post Office Box 11009 

Tel. (801) 524-6237 

Director—L. C. Romney 

Wyoming, Casper 82601 

Federal Office Building 

100 East B Street 

Post Office Box 580 

FTSTel. (307) 265-3252 

Commercial Number: 266-5550 

Director—Marshall F. Elliott (Acting) 

FMC 74-8 

Region IX 

Regional Administrator Robert H. Baida 

450 Golden Gate Avenue 

Post Office Box 36003 

San Francisco, California 94102 

Tel. (415) 556-4762 

Area Offices 

California, Los Angeles 90057 
2508 Wiltshire Boulevard 
Tel. (213) 688-5973 

Area Director—Roland E. Cainfield (Acting) 

California, San Francisco 94111 

1 Embarcadero Center 

Suite 1600 

Tel. (415) 656-2238 

Area Director—James H. Price 

Insuring Offices 

Arizona, Phoenix 85002 

244 West Osborn Road 

Post Office Box 13468 

FTSTel. (602) 261-4434 

Commercial Number: 261-4441 

Director—Merritt R. Smith 

California, Sacramento 95809 

801 I 8treet 

Post Office Box 1978 

Tel. (916) 449-3471 

Director—Richard D. Chamberlain 

California, San Diego 92112 

119 West C Street 

Post Office Box 2648 

Tel. (714) 293-5310 

Director—Albert E. Johnson 

California. 8anta Ana 92701 

1440 East First Street 

FTSTel. (213) 836-2451 

Commercial Number: (714) 836-2451 

Director—Robert L. Simpson 

Hawaii, Honolulu 96813 

100 Bishop Street, 10th Floor 

Post Office Box 3377 

FI'S Tel. (Dial 415-556-0220 and ask operator 
for 546-2136) 

Commercial Number: 546-2136 

Director—Alvin K. H. Pang 

Nevada. Reno 89605 

1050 Bible Way 

Post Office Box 4700 

Tel. (702) 784-6356 

Director—Morley W. Griswold 

Region X 

Regional Administrator Oscar P. Pederson 

Arcade Plaza Building 

1321 Second Avenue 

Seattle, Washington 98101 

Tel. (206) 442-5416 


AREA OFFICES 

Oregon, Portland 97204 

620 Southwest 6th Avenue 

Tel. (503) 221-2558 

Area Director—Russell H. Dawson 

Washington, Seattle 98101 

Arcade Plaza Building 

1321 Second Avenue 

Tel. (206 ) 442-7456 

Area Director—Marshall D. Majors 

INSURING OFFICES 

Alaska, Anchorage 99501 
834 West 5th Avenue 

FTS Tel. (Dial 206-442-0160 and ask operator 

for 265-4790) 

Commercial Number: (907) 272-6561 Est 

791 

Director—James Tveit (Acting) 

Idaho, Boise 83707 
331 Idaho Street 
Post Office Box 32 
FTSTel. (208) 342-2232 
Commercial Number: 342-2711 
Director—Charles L. Holley, Jr. 

Washington, Spokane 99201 
West 920 Riverside Avenue 
Tel. (609) 456-4571 
Director—E. Daryl Mabce 

CHAPTER 8 FEDERALLY ASSISTED PROGRAMS 

8.1 Assurances —a. Information. The as¬ 
surances required of State agencies by sec¬ 
tions 210 and 305 shall include a statement 
that the affected persons will be adequately 
informed of the benefits, policies, and pro¬ 
cedures described in the assurances. 

b. Inability to provide assurances. The 
head of a Federal agency shall not approve 
or authorize any action by a 8tate agency 
which will result in the displacement of any 
person or the acquisition of any real property 
except in accordance with the following re¬ 
quirements: 

(1) A State agency has provided satisfac¬ 
tory assurances as required by sections 210 
and 305; or 

(2) A State agency’s assurances are ac¬ 
companied by a statement In which It identi¬ 
fies any of the assurances required by sec¬ 
tion 306 which it ua unable to provide, in 
whole or in part, under its laws. The state¬ 
ment should be supported by an opinion of 
the chief legal offioer of the State agency or 
other appropriate legal officer. Federal agen¬ 
cies administering federally assisted pro¬ 
grams may adopt procedures setting forth 
the conditions under which projects will be 
approved when State agencies cannot fully 
comply with section 305. In all cases there 
must be full compliance with all assurances 
required by section 210 . 

c. Compliance with sections 301 and 302 
A State agency, as part of the assurances 
required by section 305, shall provide a 
statement indicating the extent to which it 
can comply with the provisions of sections 
301 and 302. If the State agency indicates 
that It is unable to comply fully with any 
of these policies, its statement shall be sup¬ 
ported by an opinion of the chief legal of¬ 
ficer of the State agency or other appropriate 
legal officer. State agencies should comply 
with sections 301 and 302 if, under State 
law, compliance is legally possible. 

d. Monitoring assurances . The heads of 
Federal agencies shall take continuing action 
to Insure that State agencies are acting in 
accordance with the assurances they have 
provided. 

8.2 Administration of relocation assist - 
once programs —a. Approval. A State agency 
electing to contract for services pursuant to 
section 212 shall enter into a written con¬ 
tract consistent with the regulations of the 
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Federal agency administering the project 
or program causing the displacement. The 
head of the Federal agency shall take affirm¬ 
ative action to assure that the contract Is so 
administered as to provide uniform and ef¬ 
fective relocation for all displaced persons, 
consistent with these guidelines. 

b. Contract for services by State agencies. 
Contracts shall Include, as a minimum, the 
following provisions: 

(1) That payments and assistance shall be 
provided in accordance with Federal agency 
regulations implementing these guidelines; 

(2) That records required by Federal 
agency regulations shall be retained for a 
period of at least 3 years and shall be avail¬ 
able for inspection by representatives of the 
Federal agency Involved and the General Ac¬ 
counting Office; 

(3) Clauses required by Federal agency 
regulations Implementing Title VI of the 
Civil Rights Act of 1964 (Public Law 86- 

353); and 

(4) Any other provision approved by the 
head of the Federal agency administering the 
federally assisted program or project. 

CHAPTER 0. ANNUAL REPORT 

9.1 General, a. Section 214 requires the 
head of each Federal agency with responsibil¬ 
ities for Federal or federally assisted pro¬ 
grams that come within the purview of the 
Act to prepare and submit an annual report 
to the President on the activities of the re¬ 
porting agency with respect to the programs 
and policies established or authorized by the 
Act. The President must submit these re¬ 
ports. together with his comments or rec¬ 
ommendations. to the Congress not later 
than January 15. of each year, ending Janu¬ 
ary 15. 1975. The report prescribed by this 
chapter shall be submitted to the Adminis¬ 
trator of General Services each year after 
January 1975. 

b. The report required by section 214 shall 
be prepared on a fiscal year basis and sub¬ 
mitted to the Administrator of General 
Services. Each report shall consist of narra¬ 
tive comments and supporting statistical 
data. 

9.2 Submission to General Services Ad¬ 
ministration. The original and 4 copies of the 
complete report shall be submitted to the 
Administrator of General Services, not later 
than October 1 of each year. 

9.3 Narrative comments. The narrative 
comment portion of the report shall Include 
the following: 

a. Assurartce of required replacement hous- 
to}7. (1) Agency's comments concerning the 
effectiveness of the provisions of the Act re¬ 
lating to assurances of the availability of 
comparable, decent, safe, and sanitary re¬ 
placement housing for displaced homeown¬ 
ers and tenants; 

(2) A description of the actions taken by 
the agency to Assure compliance with the re¬ 
quirements of sections 205(c)(3). 206(b) 
and 210(3) concerning such assurances; and 

(3) Information on all court decisions af¬ 
fecting the agency that concern the adequacy 
w replacement housing. 

h. Agency’s actions to achieve objectives 
o/ Me Act, (l) A description of the actions 
taken by the agency to achieve the objec¬ 
tives of the policies of Congress, declared In 
the Act to provide uniform and equal treat¬ 
ment, to the greatest extent practicable, for 
au persons displaced by or having real 
property taken for Federal or federally as¬ 
sisted programs; and 

(2) The provisions adopted by the agency 
.?f, 4 C ? ormnatlon wlth other Federal, State, 
ana local displacing agencies. 

. c ; in achieving objectives of the 

f. Progress of the agency In the various 
conducted °* administered, 
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(1) Success In the coordination of agency 
relocation activities with other Federal. 
State, and local agencies; 

(2) Agency’s experience with and the cost 
of utilizing section 206(a) authority to 
provide replacement housing, citing difficul¬ 
ties. If any, in obtaining funds for this pur¬ 
pose and the Impact on specific projects; 

(3) Agency’s experience with and cost of 
Implementing section 215 concerning loans 
for planning and obtaining federally Insured 
mortgage financing for replacement housing; 

(4) For federally assisted programs under 
each agency’s Jurisdiction, enumerate the 
States, if any, not In compliance with the 
Act on the reporting date (If compliance by 
any State does not extend to any or all 
federally assisted programs conducted or 
administered by the agency, the programs 
excepted should be Indicated, and an ex¬ 
planation should be furnished for the basis 
of the States’ inability to comply. In all such 
instances. Indicate the expected date for 
full compliance by the State.); and 

(5) Adverse effects of the Act. If any, on 
programs conducted by the Agency. 

d. Effect of the Act on the public. Describe 
any indicated effects of the relocation pro¬ 
gram and policies on the public, reporting 
conclusions obtained from surveys, special 
studies, and other sources relating to the 
effects of the Implementation of the Act on a 
neighborhood or community. 

e. Recommendations. Agency recommen¬ 
dations for further Improvement In relo¬ 
cation assistance and land acquisitions pro¬ 
grams, policies, and Implementing laws and 
regulations shall Include any proposals for 
amendments or revisions to: 

(1) General Services Administration 
guidelines; 

(2) Federal legislation; or 

(3) State legislation. 

f. Agency regulations. Report the date 
regulations and significant revisions thereto 
were published In the Federal Register by 
the agency and major organizational units 
of the agency. 

g. Waiver of assurance of replacement 
housing. Describe any situation or circum¬ 
stances which required a waiver of assurance 
of replacement housing, pursuant to sub¬ 
section 205(c) (3). For any waivers reported, 
submit the agency's findings and the deter¬ 
mination supporting waiver of the require¬ 
ments of the subsection. 

9.4 Statistical data. Agencies and de¬ 
partments shall also provide statistical data 
with the narrative reports. Departments shall 
furnish data separately for each Federal 
program and each federally assisted pro¬ 
gram, together with a summary for the whole 
department. The data shall be provided in 
the format of the following attached 
figures 1 : 

Figure 9.4.1 Payments and Expenses Under 
Title H—Part I 

Figure 9.4.2 Payments and Expenses Under 
Title n—Parts II and in 
Figure 9.4.3 Uniform Real Property Acqui¬ 
sition Policy—Title in 

CHAPTER 10. UNIFORM REAL PROPERTY 
ACQUISITION POLICY 

10.1 Applicability. The provisions of Title 
ni apply to the acquisition of real property 
for Federal and federally assisted programs or 
projects. 

10.2 Acquisition procedures —a. Just com¬ 
pensation. Section 301(3) establishes the 
policy that before initiation of negotiations 
for the acquisition of real property the head 
of the Federal agency concerned Bhall estab¬ 
lish an amount which he believes to be Just 
compensation therefor. In no event shall that 
amount be less than the agency’s approved 


1 Filed as part of original document. 
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appraisal of the fair market value of the 
property. 

b. Initiation of negotiations —(1) State¬ 
ment to be furnished to the owner. When 
negotiations for the acquisition of real prop¬ 
erty are initiated, the owner shall be pro¬ 
vided with a written statement concerning 
the proposed acquisition. This statement 
shall include, as a minimum, the following: 

(a) Identification of the real property and 
the estate or interest therein to be acquired, 
including the buildings, structures, and other 
improvements on the land and the fixtures 
considered to be a part of the real property; 
and 

(b) The amount of the estimated Just 
compensation for the property to be acquired 
as determined by the acquiring agency and 
a statement of the basis therefor. In the case 
of a partial taking, damages. If any. to the 
remaining real property shall be separately 
stated. 

(2) Offer to purchase. The head of the Fed¬ 
eral agency shall make a prompt offer to 
purchase the property for the amount In 
the statement. 

10.3 Appraisal standards. For the purpose 
of promoting uniformity under section 301 

(3), the head of each Federal agency shall 
establish for ail Federal or federally assisted 
programs under his Jurisdiction standards 
for appraisals used In such programs, criteria 
for determining the qualifications of ap¬ 
praisers, and a system of review by qualified 
appraisers, consistent with the current Is¬ 
sue of the Uniform Appraisal Standards for 
Federal Land Acquisition published by the 
Interagency Land Acquisition Conference. 

10.4 Notice to move. Subsection 301(5) 
provides that, to the greatest extent prac¬ 
ticable, no person lawfully occupying real 
property shall be required to move from a 
dwelling or to move his business or farm 
operation without at least 90 days written 
notice from the head of the displacing agency 
of the date by which such move is required. 
Tills subsection applies only in those in¬ 
stances where actual displacement of per¬ 
sons, businesses, or farm operations occurs. 

10.5 Federally assisted programs. The 
head of each Federal agency administering 
Federal financially assisted programs carried 
out by State agencies should require that 
State agencies reimburse owners for neces¬ 
sary expenses as specified In sections 303 
and 304. The head of each Federal agency 
also should require that all State agencies 
comply with the provisions of sections 301 
and 302 If compliance Is legally possible un¬ 
der State law. 

CHAPTER 11. DEFINITIONS 

11.1 Applicability. The regulations of all 
Federal agencies should conform with the 
definitions contained in the Act and these 
guidelines. These definitions are limited to 
the implementation of the Act. The head of a 
Federal agency may expand these definitions 
to ensure greater clarity and the successful 
implementation of his programs; however, 
such modifications shall not result In a de¬ 
viation In concept from these definitions. 

11.2 General. The following definitions 
are In other chapters of the guidelines and 
shall be applied as Indicated In ll.l above: 

a. Comparable replacement housing, para¬ 
graph 5.2; 

b. Decent, safe, and sanitary housing, sub- 
paragraph 2.1d; 

c. Economic rent, subparagraph 6.2a(l); 

d. Incidental expenses, subparagraph 6.3c: 

e. Initiation of negotiations, subpara¬ 
graphs 5.1a(l) and 6.1a; 

t. Interest payment, subparagraph 6.3b; 
and 

g. Net earnings, paragraph 4.5. 

11.3 Definitions —a. The Act. "The Act" 
means the Uniform Relocation Assistance and 
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Heal Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 
(Public Law 91-046). approved January 2, 
1971. 

b. Displacing agency. •'Displacing agency** 
means a Federal agency in the case of a di¬ 
rect Federal project, or a State agency, as 
defined In the Act, In the case of a project 
receiving Federal financial assistance whose 
project la causing the displacement of a per¬ 
son, business or a farm operation. 

c. Dwelling. "Dwelling” means the place of 
permanent or customary and usual abode of 
a person. It Includes a single family building; 
a one-family unit In a multi-family building; 
a unit of & condominium or cooperative 
housing project; any other residential unit. 
Including a mobile home which Is either 
considered to be real property under State 
law, or cannot be moved without substantial 
damage or unreasonable cost or Is not a de¬ 
cent, safe, and sanitary dwelling. 

d. Family. A "family** means two or more 
individuals who are related by blood, adop¬ 
tion, marriage or legal guardianship who live 
together as a family unit. However, upon ap¬ 
propriate determination by the head of the 
Federal agency, others who live together as 
a family unit may be treated as If they were 
a family for the purpose of determining bene¬ 
fits under Title II of the Act. 

e. Financial means. For the purpose of de¬ 
termining financial means of families and 
Individuals in accordance with section 206 
(c) (3). a financial mean s test (ability to pay) 
must be made to satisfy the requirements set 
forth In paragraph 5.2f. of the guidelines. In 
order to meet a financial means test, a deter¬ 
mination 6hould be made as to the displaced 
person’s ability to afford the replacement 
dwelling. In making this determination, the 
average monthly rental or housing cost (e.g„ 
monthly mortgage payments, insurance for 
the dwelling unit, property taxes and other 
reasonable recurring related expenses) which 
the displaced person will be required to 
pay. In general, should not exceed 25 per¬ 
cent of the monthly gross Income or the pres¬ 
ent ratio of housing payments to the Income 
of the displaced family or Individual, In¬ 
cluding supplemental payments made by 
public agencies. The regulation of each Fed¬ 
eral agency may provide for determinations 
that 26 percent of monthly gross income for 
housing costs or the present ratio of housing 
payment to the Individual income is or Is 
not excessive to the other needs of the dis¬ 
placed family or individual, such as food, 
clothing, childcare, medical expenses, etc. 
In these cases, the head of the Federal 
agency shall establish criteria for determin¬ 
ing the financial means of the displaced 
family or Individual. 

f. Owner. "Owner" means a person who 
holds fee title, a life estate, a 99 year lease, 
or an interest In a cooperative housing proj¬ 
ect which Includes the right of occupancy of 
a dwelling unit, or is the contract purchaser 
of any such estate or interest, or who is pos¬ 
sessed of such other proprietary Interest in 
the property acquired as, in the Judgment of 
the head of the Federal agency, warrants 
consideration as ownership. In the case of 
one who has succeeded to any of the fore¬ 
going Interests by devise, bequest, inheritance 
or operation of law. the tenure of ownership, 
but not occupancy, of the succeeding owner 
shall Include the tenure of the preceding 
owner. 

CHAPTER 18. ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW 

12.1 Procedures, a. In connection with a 
direct Federal program or project, the head 
of a Federal agency should establish pro¬ 
cedures for any person aggrieved by a deter¬ 
mination as to eligibility for a payment au¬ 
thorized by the Act or the amount of a pay¬ 
ment to have his application reviewed by the 
head of the Federal agency. In the case of a 
State program or project receiving Federal 


financial assistance, the regulations of the 
Federal agency administering the program or 
project should require an administrative re¬ 
view by the head of the State agency. 

b. The procedures pertaining to adminis¬ 
trative review shall ensure the following; 

(1) Prompt consideration of all requests 
for administrative review; 

(2) Prompt written notice to the claimant 
of any determination made in connection 
with his application. This written notice 
must include a full explanation concerning 
any amount claimed which has been disal¬ 
lowed; and 

(3) Prompt payment of any amounts 
which are determined to be due the claimant. 

Appendix B 

SUMMARY 07 SIGNIFICANT CHANGES 

Chapter 1. Paragraph 1.1 includes specific 
references to real property acquisition pro¬ 
grams and explains the reasons tor additional 
coverage since the Issuance of OMB Circular 
A-103. 

Paragraph 1.3 incorporates references to 
the Office of Federal Management Policy, 
General Services Administration, in place 
of the Office of Management and Budget: 
agencies with programs that result in dis¬ 
placement of persons are included In addi¬ 
tion to programs for land acquisition. 

Paragraph 1.6 is added to discuss the his¬ 
tory and functions of the Relocation Assist¬ 
ance Implementation Committee. 

Paragraph 1.7 Includes material formerly 
covered In the circular’s transmittal letter 
and incorporates appropriate references to 
GSA. 

Paragraph 1.8 provides for Federal Regional 
Council coordination activities to aid In Im¬ 
plementing the Uniform Act. 

Chapter 2. Code of Federal Regulations 
citations are given for the rules of the De¬ 
partment of Housing and Urban Develop¬ 
ment. (8ee paragraphs 22 and 22) 

Chapter 4 . Criteria for determining the 
eligibility of a business are provided in sub- 
paragraph 42b (RAIC Agreement Number 6). 

Paragraph 4.3 adopts similar criteria for 
the existence of farm operations and for par¬ 
tial takings of farm operations (RAIC Agree¬ 
ments 6 and 11). 

Chapter 5. Subparagraph 5.3a clarifies sim¬ 
ilar provision in OMB Circular A-103 provid¬ 
ing that the head of the Federal agency may 
determine the method of computing the 
differential payment necessary to purchase 
comparable replacement housing. It also pro¬ 
vides that the relocate* Is bound -to the 
method selected (RAIC Agreement Number 

3). 

Subparagraph 5.3b(3) Is revised to provide 
that all bona fide mortgages will be used In 
computing the Increased Interest cost por¬ 
tion of the replacement housing payment. 
RAIC Agreement Number 8 (Computation of 
Interest Payment) Is Included In subpara¬ 
graphs 6.3b (4) and (6). 

Subparagraph 6.3d provides for the com¬ 
putation of replacement housing payments 
on cases going through condemnation (RAIC 
Agreement Number 4). 

Chapter 6. Subparagraph 62a(5) provides 
for the computation of the rental replace¬ 
ment housing payment (RAIC Agreement 
Number 6). 

Subparagraph 62a(6) provides for lump 
sum payment of rental replacement housing 
payments (RAIC Agreement Number 9). 

Subparagraph 62b (1) provides for the 
computation of the amount of down pay¬ 
ments made under section 204(2) (RAIC 
Agreements Numbers 2 and 10). 

RAIC Agreement Number 12 concerns an 
interpretation of paragraph 62, but la not 
specifically Incorporated. 

Chapter 7. Paragraph 7.4 lists additional 
sources of relocation advisory services. 


A listing of Housing and Urban Develop¬ 
ment Regional and Area Offices as of October 
1973 Is provided. 

Chapter 8. All references to assurance re¬ 
quirements no longer applicable (subsequent 
to July 1, 1972) have been deleted Sub- 
paragraph 8.1b(2) modifies requirements for 
assurances from State agencies under sec¬ 
tions 210 and 305 accordingly. 

Chapter 9. References to the Office of Man¬ 
agement and Budget have been changed to 
the General Services Administration as 
appropriate. 

Requirements for the submission of reports 
to HUD and HUD*s report on recommenda¬ 
tions have been deleted (subparagraph 9a b 
and c), as have been requirements for nar¬ 
rative comments from agencies on their Im¬ 
plementing regulations and staffing and 
training programs (subparagraph 9.3b (2) 
and (3)). 

The submission of published articles deal¬ 
ing with the Act is no longer required. Cer¬ 
tain information blocks In Exhibit 1, Part 
I of A-103. have been eliminated; note 5, 
Figure 9.4.3 has been revised to provide for 
the computation of payments made in excess 
of the appraised value of the property. 

Chapter JO. Paragraph 102 provides for the 
use of the current issue of the Uniform Ap¬ 
praisal Standards for Federal Land Acquisi¬ 
tion. 

Chapter 11. Revisions provide for further 
clarification of the term "State agency" 
(subparagraph 11.3b) and the qualifications 
of mobile homes as dwellings (subparagraph 
11.3c). 

[FR Doc.74-24003 Filed 10-!8-74;8:45 am) 

Title 40 —Protection of Environment 

CHAPTER I—ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 

SUBCHAPTER E—PESTICIDE PROGRAMS 
IFRL282 3] 

PART 180 —TOLERANCES AND EXEMP¬ 
TIONS FROM TOLERANCES FOR PESTI¬ 
CIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON RAW AGRI¬ 
CULTURAL COMMODITIES 

Certain Inert Ingredients in Pesticide 
Formulations 

In response to the notice published by 
the Environmental Protection Agency in 
the Federal Register of August 18, 1974 
(39 FR 29801), proposing establishment 
of an exemption from tolerance require¬ 
ments for 19 inert (or occasionally ac¬ 
tive) ingredients in pesticide formula¬ 
tions from tolerance requirements under 
the provisions of section 408 of the Fed¬ 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, no 
comments or requests for referral to an 
advisory committee were received. 

It is concluded that the proposal 
should be adopted. 

Therefore, pursuant to provisions of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and CosmeUc 
Act (sec. 408(e). 68 Stat. 514; 21 U.8.C. 
346a(e)), the authority transferred to 
the Administrator of the Environment^ 
Protection Agency (35 FR 15623 ), and 
the authority delegated by the Adminis¬ 
trator to the Deputy Assistant Adminis¬ 
trator for Pesticide Programs (S9 FR 
18805) $ 180.1001 is amended by insert 
lng new items In paragraphs (c) and te 
as follows: 

g 180.1001 Exemption from tl»* require¬ 
ment of a tolerance. 

« • • • # 
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Inm [ncnidlonte Limit* Uses 


Ajwirbyl polmIUK- 

• * 

Ethjrl alcohol. --~« 

Blhylauo methyl- '.— 

phcnylglycidate. 

Glyceryl mono* u. 

rt«4rate. 

Graphite—--— 

• • • 

Hnaiw.---. v - 

• • • 

hopropyl alcohol-.— 


... Preservative. 

• • - 

_Solvent, cosolvent, 

• • 

... Synthetic Savoring, 
• • 

_Emulsifier. 


Lartlr arid- 

• • 

Manganous oxide_ 

Methyl alcohol- 

Methylated siliconee... 
• • 

Bbodamlne B__ 

t • 

fflidlar. bleached; 
refine], food grade, 
irseuic and roaiu- 
tw. 

• • 

Sodium alginate... 

• • 

TMtrotine- 


. Solid diluent, 
carrier. 

• • 

. Solvent. 

• • 

Solvent, cosul vent, 
stabilizer. 
Inhibitor. 


__ Solvent. 

• 4 

__Solid diluent, 

carrier. 

_Solvent. 

_Autilo&ming agent. 

• • 

__ Dye. 

• • 

_Coating agent. 


Stabilizer. 

Dye, 


Sm oxide..._ _ 


Coating agent. 

Zinc sutfulc tlMrtu 

tad mono hydrate). 

• • 

• 

I>o. 

# 4 

(e) • • • 

Inert ingredients 

Limits 

Usee 

• • 

• 

* • 

Aacorbyl palmftale 


. Preservative. 


• 

4 • 

Calcium njUate. 

• • 

Glyoery! mono-_ 

liwrnto. 

flraphtlo.. , 

• 

. Solid diluent, 
carrier. 

• • 

Emulsifier. 


Solid dlinen 1, 

• • 

• 

carrier. 

• « 

Loci Jo acid_ 


. Solvent. 

• • 

........... 

• • 

Mtaganous oxldoe.._. 


. Solid diluent, 
caiTiw. 

• 4 

• • 

• 

Sodium alginate ..... 

• • 


. Stabilizer. 

• • 

Sodium N-oleoyVN- 
motliy! taurine. 

• • 

Not more 
than 1 
percent of 
pesticide 
formula¬ 
tions. 

• 

Bur foci ant. 

• • 

Line oxide._ ii[i 

Zinc roifaio (basic 

— 

. Solid diluent, 
carrier. 

Do. 

end mouohydrate). 




Any person who will be adversely af¬ 
fected by the foregoing order may at any 
toe on or before November 20, 1974, file 
*ith the Hearing Clerk, Environmental 
Protection Agency, Room 1019E, 4th & 
M Streets, 8W., Waterside Mall, Wash- 
togton, D.C. 20460, written objections 
thereto in quintuplicate. Objections shall 


show wherein the person filing will be 
adversely affected by the order and 
specify with particularity the provisions 
of the order deemed objectionable and 
the grounds for the objections. If a hear¬ 
ing is requested, the objections must state 
the issues for the hearing. A hearing will 
be granted if the objections are sup¬ 
ported by grounds legally sufficient to 
justify the relief sought. Objections may 
be accompanied by a memorandum or 
brief in support thereof. 

Effective date. This order shall become 
effective on October 21, 1974. 

(Sec. 408(e). 68 Stat. 614; 21 U.S.C. 346a(e)) 
Dated: October 11,1974. 

Henry J. Korp, 

Deputy Assistant Administrator 
for Pesticide Programs . 
[FR Doc.74-23945 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 

Title 41—Public Contracts and Property 
Management 

CHAPTER 101—FEDERAL PROPERTY 
MANAGEMENT REGULATIONS 

SUBCHAPTER E—SUPPLY AND PROCUREMENT 
fFPMR Arndt. E—152) 

PART 101-25—GENERAL 

PART 101-26— PROCUREMENT SOURCES 
AND PROGRAMS 

Revised Motor Vehicle Procurement 
Policy 

This amendment imposes a restriction 
on the type and size of motor vehicles 
agencies may purchase unless certifica¬ 
tion is furnished specifying that larger 
vehicles are essential to the accomplish¬ 
ment of the agencies’ missions. 

1. The table of contents for Part 101- 
25 is amended by the addition of the 
following new entries: 

See. 

101-25.112 [Reserved] 

101-25.113 Leasing of motor vehicles. 

Subpart 101-25.1—General Policies 

2. Sections 101-25.112 and 101-25.113 
are added as follows: 

§ 101-25.112 [Reserved] 

§ 101—25.113 Lending of motor vehicles. 

Agencies having new requirements for 
leased motor vehicles exceeding the 
maximum order limitation of Federal 
Supply Schedule, Industrial Group 751— 
Motor Vehicle Rental Without Driver, 
shall submit such requirements to GSA 
pursuant to § 101-39.601 (a) for a deter¬ 
mination of whether Interagency Motor 
Pool System vehicles are available. 

Subpart 101-26.5—GSA Procurement 
Programs 

3. Section 101-26.501 is revised as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 101—26.501 IhirchiiRc of new motor 
vehicle#. 

(a) With respect to the procurement 
of new sedans, station wagons, and light 
trucks other than those to be used for 
law enforcement, it shall be the policy 


to procure standard vehicles (unless 
other than standard vehicles are specif¬ 
ically required) as follows: Sedans, type 
I, class A, subcompact, or class B, com¬ 
pact; station wagons, type I, subcom¬ 
pact/compact passenger vehicles as de¬ 
fined in Federal Standard No. 122; and 
light trucks as defined in Federal Stand¬ 
ards Nos. 292 and 307. (Federal Stand¬ 
ards Nos. 122, 292, and 307 as used in this 
section mean the latest editions and in¬ 
clude any interim standard being used 
temporarily as a replacement.) 

(1) Standard passenger vehicles as de¬ 
fined in Federal Standard No. 122 are 
considered to be completely equipped for 
ordinary operation and are subject to 
the statutory maximum price limitation. 

(2) Items (vehicles) included in Fed¬ 
eral Standard No. 122 other than those 
listed as standard are considered to be 
equipped with additional systems and 
equipment for passenger vehicles. 

(b) Requisitions submitted to GSA for 
new passenger vehicles other than type 
I standard passenger vehicles shall con¬ 
tain a certification by the agency head 
or his designee that the larger vehicle 
requisitioned is for law enforcement or 
otherwise essential to the agency’s mis¬ 
sion. The certification may be placed on 
GSA Form 1781, Motor Vehicle Requisi¬ 
tion-Delivery Order—Invoice: military 
interdepartmental purchase request 
(MIPR); other acceptable requisitioning 
document; or on an appropriate attach¬ 
ment thereto. Agency passenger vehicle 
requisitions for other than type I vehicles 
omitting such certification shall be satis¬ 
fied with the appropriate type I vehicles 
provided at the discretion of GSA. Agen¬ 
cies requiring other than standard 
sedans and station wagons shall justify 
the need for such requirements and shall 
retain the justification in their files. 

(c) Light trucks shall be requisitioned 
in accordance with provisions of this 
§ 101-26.501 and Federal Standards Nos. 
292 (Tables I through VHI) and 307 
(Tables I through XI) as applicable. The 
agency head or his designee shall certify 
on the GSA Form 1781 or other appro¬ 
priate document that each light truck 
requisitioned represents the minimum 
capacity/perforraance vehicle which will 
satisfy the requirements in consideration 
of overall safety, economy, and efficiency. 

(d) Selection of additional systems or 
equipment in vehicles shall be made by 
the requiring agency and shall be based 
on the need to provide for overall safety, 
efficiency, economy, and suitability of the 
vehicle for the purposes intended pur¬ 
suant to § 101-25.304. 

(1) The essentiality of such systems or 
equipment shall be weighed against the 
economic factors involved, the potential 
benefits to be derived therefrom, and the 
impact on the fuel consumption char¬ 
acteristics of the vehicle. 

(2) Additional systems or equipment 
requested to be purchased by GSA will 
be construed to have been determined 
essential for the effective operation of the 
vehicle involved by the agency head or 
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his designee. Where systems or equip¬ 
ment other than those listed in Federal 
standards are requested, such systems 
or equipment shall be considered and 
treated as deviations pursuant to §101- 
26.501-3(b)„ 

(Sec. 205(c). 63 Stat. 390; 40 U.S.C. (486(c)) 

Effective date. This regulation is effec¬ 
tive October 16.1974. 

Dated: October 4. 1974. 

Arthur F. Sampson, 

Administrator , 

General Services Administration. 

1FR Doc.74-24004 Filed 10-18-74,0:45 am] 


SUBCHAPTER G—TRANSPORTATION ANO 
MOTOR VEHICLES 

[FPMR Arndt. G-31J 

PART 101-39—INTERAGENCY MOTOR 
VEHICLE POOLS 

Subpart 101-39.6—Official Use of Govern¬ 
ment Motor Vehicles and Related Motor 

Pool Services 

Policy Guidance on Leasing Motor 
Vehicles 

This amendment prescribes policy and 
procedures governing the submission of 
agency requirements for leased motor 
vehicles. 

Sections 101-39.600 and 101-39.601 are 
revised as follows: 

§ 101—39.600 Scope of Hubpart. 

This subpart prescribes the require¬ 
ments governing (a) the use of Govern¬ 
ment motor vehicles acquired for official 
purposes and operated by a motor pool 
system established under this Part 101- 
39; (b) the use of motor pool services 
other than furnishing Government ve¬ 
hicles (see § 101-39.502), hereinafter re¬ 
ferred to in this subpart as related serv¬ 
ices; and (c) the submission to GSA of 
all new requirements for leased motor ve¬ 
hicles exceeding the maximum order 
limitation of Federal Supply Schedule, 
Industrial Group 751—Motor Vehicle 
Rental Without Driver. 

§ 101—39.601 General requirement*. 

(a) Leasing of motor vehicles. All new 
requirements for leased motor vehicles 
exceeding the maximum order limitation 
of Federal Supply Schedule, Industrial 
Group 751—Motor Vehicle Rental With¬ 
out Driver, shall be submitted to the 
General Services Administration for ap¬ 
propriate action as specified in this § 101- 
39.601. The request shall include full jus¬ 
tification of the need for such leased 
vehicles and a certification that other 
means of transportation are not available 
or not suitable. Further, the type of vehi¬ 
cle requested shall be limited to type I 
passenger vehicles or equivalent (see 
§ 101-26.501) unless the agency head or 
his designee has certified that the larger 
vehicles are essential to the agency’s mis¬ 
sion. The anticipated duration of the 
lease also shall be included in the 
request. 
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(1) Agencies establishing new require¬ 
ments for leased vehicles, nationwide, 
shall submit such requirements to the 
General Services Administration (FZ), 
Washington, DC 20406, for a determina¬ 
tion of whether the requirements can be 
satisfied with vehicles from the Inter¬ 
agency Motor Pool System. The Office of 
Transportation and Public Utilities (FZ) 
will notify agencies and the appropriate 
GSA regional offices regarding decisions 
on vehicle allocations or, where motor 
pool vehicles are not available, advise 
agencies to proceed with leasing action. 

(2) For other than new national re¬ 
quirements. agencies shall submit such 
requirements to the Regional Director, 
Motor Equipment Services Division, Fed¬ 
eral Supply Service, of the supporting 
GSA region, for a determination of 
whether the requirements can be satis¬ 
fied with vehicles from the Interagency 
Motor Pool System. If motor pool vehi¬ 
cles are available, the agency will be so 
notified by the regional office. If motor 
pool vehicles are not available, GSA will 
return the request to the agency for 
leasing action. 

(3) Leasing of medium and heavy 
trucks for periods of less than 90 days 
and all charter services are exempted 
from the provisions of this regulation. 

(b) Control or use of motor pool sys¬ 
tem vehicles. Agency officials concerned 
with the use or control of motor vehicles 
furnished by a motor pool system shall 
ensure that all employees under their 
supervision who operate or use such ve¬ 
hicles are fully acquainted with the re¬ 
quirements of this subpart. 

(1) To operate a motor vehicle fur¬ 
nished by a motor pool system, civilian 
employees of the Federal Government 
and designated employees of authorized 
contractors and subcontractors shall be 
required to have a State, District of 
Columbia, or Commonwealth operator’s 
permit for the type of vehicle to be 
operated, issued for the area in which 
the employee is principally employed or 
in which he lives; and, except os author¬ 
ized in paragraph (2) of this § 101- 
39.601. a Federal operator’s permit 
(Standard Form 46, U.S. Government 
Motor Vehicle Operator’s Identification 
Card) issued in accordance with require¬ 
ments of the Civil Service Commission. 

(2) Government employees requiring 
temporary use of a vehicle furnished by 
a motor pool while on travel status need 
not possess a Standard Form 46 if their 
orders specifically authorize the use of 
such a vehicle. 

(Sec. 206(c), 63 Stat. 390 ( 40 UB.C. 486(c))) 

Effective date. This regulation is effec¬ 
tive October 16,1974. 

Dated: October 4, 1974. 

Arthur F. Sampson, 
Administrator of General Services. 

[FR Doc.74-24005 Filed 10-15-74:8:45 amj 

Note: Thin document was originally pub¬ 
lished at 39 FR 36960. 


Title 45— Public Welfare 

CHAPTER I—OFFICE OF EDUCATION, DE¬ 
PARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION 

AND WELFARE 

SUPPLEMENTAL EDUCATIONAL 
OPPORTUNITY GRANTS PROGRAM 

1 . Notice of proposed rulemaking was 
published in the Federal Register on 
March 6, 1974 (39 FR 8624-8629), set¬ 
ting forth proposed regulations govern¬ 
ing the operation of the Supplemental 
Educational Opportunity Grants Pro¬ 
gram (Supplemental Grants Program or 
SEOG Program) (20 U.S.C. 1070b-1070b- 
3). This program was authorized by the 
Education Amendments of 1972 (Pub. L. 
92-318). Interested persons were invited 
to submit to the Office of Education writ¬ 
ten comments, suggestions, or objections 
regarding proposed regulation^. 

A. General Information. Several or¬ 
ganizational, technical, and editorial 
changes have been made in the final 
regulations. 

1. 88 176.3 and 176.4, which were pre¬ 
viously published as final regulations at 
38 FR 15960-1 (June 19, 1973), are being 
republished at this time with minor tech¬ 
nical and editorial changes. 

2. Paragraph (a) of the proposed 
§ 176.6 has been moved to 8 176.7, with 
the result that § 176.6 now contains only 
funding criteria, while § 176.7 contains 
all references to application review and 
approval of requests. 

3. The proposed 8 176.11 has become 
§ 176.9; the proposed § 176.15 has become 
§ 176.10; the proposed $ 176.10 has be¬ 
come 8 176.11; the proposed 88 176.12 
and 176.13 have been rewritten and com¬ 
bined into a single section which is now 
8 176.12; the proposed 8 176.14 has be¬ 
come § 176.13; and the proposed § 176.9 
has become § 176.14. 

4. §8 176.15 and 176.19 have been re¬ 
served for future use. 

5. Paragraph (b) of the proposed 
8 176.17. which qualified the definition of 
“student financial aid made available to 
the student through the institution” for 
purposes of § 176.16, has been moved to 
8 176.16. 

6 . The title of 8 176.18 has been 
changed from the proposed “Summer 
Sessions” to “Special Sessions.” 

7. The proposed § 176.19, relating to 
the required affidavit of educational pur¬ 
pose, has been made a pail of the section 
on student eligibility, 8 176.9. 

8 . At the time the notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, the Supplemental Grant 
Program was subject to the Office of 
Education General Provisions, 45 CFR 
Part 100a. However the General Provi¬ 
sions regulations were amended to delete 
the SEOG Program as one of the pro¬ 
grams covered by those regulations. Con¬ 
sequently various provisions from the 
Office of Education General Provisions 
that were deemed relevant to the SEOG 
Program were incorporated Into this 
part. They include the application re¬ 
quirement of 8176.5(b), the review 
criteria included in the second sentence 
of §176.6(6), the conflict of interest 
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provision of § 170.7(a) (2), and the re¬ 
quirements for Annual Fiscal-Operations 
Reports and retention of records con¬ 
tained in § 176.23(b) (2) and § 176.23(c). 

g. § 176.25, "Termination and Suspen¬ 
sion/ 1 has been added. This section con¬ 
forms with the termination and suspen¬ 
sion article. Article VII, In the Institu¬ 
tional Agreement drafted pursuant to 
§ 176.8. 

B. Summary of comments: changes in 
the regulations. Numerous comments 
were received. Major areas of concern 
were: The definition of a "self-support¬ 
ing or Independent student.” which most 
commenters regarded as being too re¬ 
strictive, the definition of "exceptional 
financial need” which many commenters 
felt would favor middle income students 
attending high cost institutions and dis¬ 
criminate against low income students 
attending public institutions; the use of 
Guaranteed/Insured Student Loans as a 
resource for students; the factors con¬ 
stituting the "expected family contribu¬ 
tion”; and the use. as a needs analysis 
system, of the method of calculating an 
expected family contribution under the 
Basic Educational Opportunity Grant 
Program. 

A summary of the comments follows, 
arranged in the order of the sections of 
the final regulation. After each comment, 
a response is set forth stating changes 
which have been made in the regulation, 
or the reason why no change is deemed 
necessary. 

1176.2 Definitions . "Clock hour”. 
Comment. Several commenters pointed 
out that the definition of clock hour, 
which requires three hours of faculty 
supervised laboratory or shop training if 
such laboratory or shop training does not 
require outside preparation, would re¬ 
quire students enrolled in many voca¬ 
tional programs to be in the shop or 
laboratory 75 hours per week in order to 
Qualify as full-time students. Others 
pointed out the inconsistency in the 
treatment of outside preparation with 
regard to a clock hour as compared to a 
credit hour. 

Response. The Office of Education has 
amended this provision to define a clock 
hour as a period of time which is equiva¬ 
lent to a 50 to 60 minute class, lecture, 
recitation, or a 50 to 60 minute faculty 
supervised laboratory, shop training or 
internship. The revised definition of 
clock hour we believe provides a more 
equitable treatment of students enrolled 
in vocational training programs and 
treats students in traditional and non- 
traditional programs of higher educa¬ 
tion in a more consistent matter. 

“Self-supporting or independent stu¬ 
dent.” Comment. The proposed defini¬ 
tion included a requirement that the stu¬ 
dent "has not lived or will not live for 
more than two consecutive weeks in the 
home of a parent during the calendar 
year.” Most of the commenters felt that 
two weeks was too restrictive a period 
and many believed that such a limitation 
would be particularly harsh for veterans 
hist returning from service or for stu¬ 
dents who became ill. Many commenters 
offered alternative periods of time for 
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visits, varying from three weeks to four 
months, while others suggested adding a 
waiver for exceptional circumstances. In 
addition several commenters were con¬ 
cerned that the definition did not make 
clear whether one or both parents should 
be deceased for a student to be declared 
"self-supporting”. 

Response. The definition of self-sup¬ 
porting or independent student is an 
attempt to define in objectively measur¬ 
able terms the nature of a relationship 
which is essentially subjective rather 
than objective. This definition is one 
which is or will be used by the other pro¬ 
grams of student financial aid adminis¬ 
tered by the Office of Education. It is 
recognized that the proposed definition is 
somewhat arbitrary, but for the sake of 
consistency with other programs it is not 
being changed. However, to accommo¬ 
date the concerns which were expressed 
about this definition, provision was made 
in § 176.12 to give the student financial 
aid officer at an institution the discre¬ 
tionary authority to determine in any 
particular case whether the relationship 
between a student and his parents is of 
such a nature that it is unreasonable to 
expect the parents to contribute towards 
the student's cost of education, regard¬ 
less of whether that student qualifies as 
an independent student. 

The intent of the provision concerning 
a deceased parent is simply to state the 
obvious: A student cannot be considered 
to be dependent on a deceased person. 
However, the death of one parent does 
not automatically make it unreasonable 
to expect the surviving parent to con¬ 
tribute towards the student's cost of edu¬ 
cation. Therefore, if there is a surviving 
parent, the test enumerated in the first 
part of the definition would have to be 
met with respect to the relationship be¬ 
tween the student and the surviving par¬ 
ent before the student could be consid¬ 
ered self-supporting or Independent. 
Again, any hardship resulting from the 
definition may be rectified by the insti¬ 
tution's financial aid officer. 

"Undergraduate course of study.” 
Comment. One commenter asked 
whether, in the definition of undergrad¬ 
uate course of study, a "regularly pre¬ 
scribed curriculum” would include non- 
traditional programs. 

Response. Any program of study, re¬ 
gardless of its innovative or traditional 
nature, can be part of the prescribed cur¬ 
riculum of an institution if the institu¬ 
tion determines that it is so; therefore 
no change in the definition is required. 

"Undergraduate student.” Comment. 
One commenter suggested that the defi¬ 
nition of an undergraduate student be 
revised to permit a student enrolled in a 
six year program to receive Supplemen¬ 
tal Grants for five years. 

Response. Since the period during 
which a student may receive a Supple¬ 
mental Grant is specifically prescribed 
by the authorizing statute (§ 413B(b) of 
the Act), it is not possible to permit a 
student enrolled in a six year program 
to receive an SEOG for five years. How¬ 
ever, the definition of an undergraduate 
student has been amended to make It 
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clear that a student who is enrolled in 
such a program will be eligible to receive 
a Supplemental Grant In the first four 
academic years of the program. 

Comment. One commenter suggested 
that a more precise definition of net 
earnings be added to this section. 

Response. Since net earnings as a re¬ 
source is discussed in § 176.14(b), the 
suggested modification has been added 
as a definition in that section. 

§ 176.5 Institutional applications .— 
Comment . One commenter suggested 
that the application form and instruc¬ 
tions be published in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister to enable all institutions and the 
public to comment on these documents. 

Response. All information requested in 
the application form is included in the 
application section of the regulations and 
this provision has been subject to public 
comment. 

5 176.7 Application review and ap¬ 
proval of requests. — Comment. A recom¬ 
mendation was made that the regional 
panels, which review institutional ap¬ 
plications for funds for all campus based 
programs, be replaced by State agencies 
which would review institutional requests 
from institutions in their States. The 
commenters felt that the State agencies 
would have more accurate data with re¬ 
gard to the allocation of funds to insti¬ 
tutions within each State and would be 
more familiar with institutional charac¬ 
teristics. 

Response. The practice of using re¬ 
gional panels to assist the Commissioner 
in allocating Federal student aid funds 
among applicant institutions of higher 
education has been established for a 
number of years. 

The panel recommendations can affect 
the distribution of the Commissioner's 
discretionary portion of the original al¬ 
lotment of funds and the reallotment of 
funds among the States. Since there was 
and is a A incentive for the institutions in 
any one State to attempt to obtain funds 
from other States, various controls were 
introduced in the several regions which 
were designed to minimize the undesir¬ 
able effects of that Incentive, while still 
obtaining the most equitable possible dis¬ 
tribution of the available funds among 
the institutions within each State. These 
practices Include panels made up of per¬ 
sonnel from States other than the State 
of the institution being reviewed and the 
presence of Federal officials on the pan¬ 
els. It is felt that the established regional 
panel process is well designed to accom¬ 
plish these somewhat conflicting pur¬ 
poses and that a State agency panel 
which represents the views of the insti¬ 
tutions in that one State would fail to 
offer the requisite controls. Therefore 
this recommendation was not adopted. 

Comment. A commenter felt that (1) 
where an institution feels that it has not 
received due consideration in the appeals 
process or (2) where the request involved 
is In excess of a million dollars, a spe¬ 
cial officer or committee should be ap¬ 
pointed to investigate the matter. 

Response. The Office of Education be¬ 
lieves that it is both impractical and 
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unnecessary to appoint a special investi¬ 
gative officer or committee; that the pro¬ 
cedures set forth are well designed to 
provide adequate consideration to all re¬ 
quests regardless of their magnitude. 

Comment. Some commenters felt that 
the proposed rule did not adequately in¬ 
sure meaningful communication and due 
process in the reconsideration of appli¬ 
cations. Specifically the commenters 
recommended that the panel provide 
evidence of its judgment of what is rea¬ 
sonable when reducing an institution's 
request. Furthermore they recommended 
that the regional office put in writing 
its case for reducing the request and 
that personnel from the original review¬ 
ing office not be members of the na¬ 
tional review panel during reconsider¬ 
ation of an institution's case. 

Response. The regulation provides 
that when a review panel recommends 
a reduction hi the institution's request 
the reasons for such reduction shall be 
forwarded to the institution. This re¬ 
sponse will explain to the institution 
why the panel considered the institu¬ 
tion’s request unreasonable. 

In response to the commenter's sug¬ 
gestion the regulations have been modi¬ 
fied to provide that no additional infor¬ 
mation beyond that which appears in 
the application and the written record 
of communications between the Re¬ 
gional Office and the institution will be 
considered in the appeals process. 

With regard to the recommendation 
that personnel from the original review¬ 
ing office not be members of the national 
review panel during reconsideration of 
an institution’s case, it is anticipated 
that personnel from the regional offices 
who have reviewed a particular institu¬ 
tional application which has been re¬ 
ferred to the national panel will not 
participate in the final determination 
of the amount of that institution’s ap¬ 
proved request. 

8 176.9 Student eligibility. (§ 176.11 
in the proposed rule)— Comment. A 
number of commenters felt that the 
proposed rule that, “a student shall be 
considered in exceptional financial need 
if his expected family contribution does 
not exceed 50 percent of his cost of edu¬ 
cation at the institution in which he Is 
enrolled." would encourage students to 
attend high-cost private schools and 
place low-cost public colleges at a dis¬ 
advantage. 

Response. The proposed definition 
treats exceptional financial need as a 
variable figure relative to the cost of 
education at the institution attended by 
the student, rather than treating it as an 
absolute figure based on the student's 
expected family contribution and the 
gross income of his parents, as in the 
former Educational Opportunity Grants 
program. This fehange is consistent with 
the usual definition of need, which con¬ 
siders both costs and resources, and it is 
specifically responsive to the legislative 
history of the Education Amendments 
of 1972 (Pub. L. 92-318), which enacted 
this new program. No change was made 
in the regulation. 
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. Comment. Several commenters felt 
that the proposed rule did not give the 
financial aid officer the flexibility to pro¬ 
vide Supplemental Grants to low-income 
students who are unable to work or 
borrow. 

Response. The proposed rule has been 
modified in response to that concern. 
The modification appears as subpara¬ 
graph (2) of paragraph (b) of § 176.9. 

Comment. One commenter requested a 
clearer definition of those persons who 
are eligible to notarize the student affi¬ 
davit. 

Response. The proposed rule states 
that the student affidavit must be signed 
in the presence of "a notary or other per¬ 
son who is legally authorized to admin¬ 
ister oaths and affirmations." It is felt 
that the term “legally authorized" is 
sufficiently clear to need no further 
elaboration. Therefore, no change was 
made in the regulation. 

§ 176.10 Duration of student eligibil¬ 
ity. (5 176.15 in the proposed rule)— 
Comment . Two commenters felt that the 
proposed rule was not clear concerning 
the duration of eligibility for students 
attending schools on a half-time basis. 

Response. § 176.15(b) of the proposed 
rule contained a special definition of 
academic year which varied from the 
definition contained in § 176.2. The in¬ 
tent of this variation was to accommo¬ 
date half-time students by not restrict¬ 
ing them to an academic year of 8 or 
9 months' duration, but on the contrary 
to permit them the additional time they 
need to complete that number of credits 
which is normally completed by a full¬ 
time student in two semesters, two tri¬ 
mesters, or three quarters. That intent 
is retained in § 176.10(b). 

5 176.11 Cost of education. (§ 176.10 
in the proposed rule)— Comment. One 
comment was received to the effect that 
the proposed rule would penalize those 
students enrolled in correspondence 
courses which require a period of resi¬ 
dence at the institution as a pre-condi¬ 
tion to successful completion of the stu¬ 
dent's course of study. 

Response. In response to this concern 
the regulation was rewritten to include 
as an allowable cost of education those 
costs of transportation and room and 
board incurred specifically hi fulfillment 
of such a course requirement. 

§ 176.12 Expected family contribu¬ 
tion. (§§ 176.12 and 176.13 in the proposed 
rule.)— Comment. One commenter sug¬ 
gested that the proposed rule be revised 
to include Social Security benefits as a 
student resource to conform to the Basic 
Grants program and because there are 
insufficient Federal student aid funds 
available to meet all the students’ needs. 
Another commenter took the opposite 
position; that is, Social Security benefits 
should not be considered a student re¬ 
source since, contrary to popular belief, 
many students are contributing to the 
family income from their Social Security 
checks. 

Response. The requirement to consider 
any Social Security benefits as effective 
income for the student is a statutory re¬ 


quirement of the Basic Grants program 
However, the statutory authorization for 
the Supplemental Grant program does 
not contain a comparable requirement. 
The Office of Education recognizes that 
in some circumstances less than 100 per¬ 
cent of the student’s Social Security pay¬ 
ments may be actually available to the 
student. Therefore, it is retaining its 
present policy of giving the financial aid 
officer flexibility in determining what 
portion of such Social Security payments 
is used for family support and what 
amount is available for the student’s 
education. The regulation has not been 
changed. 

Comment. Several commenters ob¬ 
jected to the provision requiring that 
consideration be given, hi determining 
the expected family contribution, to the 
tuition expenses incurred by the family’s 
dependent children attending private or 
parochial elementary and secondary 
schools. 

Response. This is a requirement of the 
authorizing statute (§ 413C(a> (2) of the 
Act). Therefore, the regulation may not 
be changed. 

8 176.13 Need analysis system. 
(§ 176.14 in the proposed rule) Comment. 
A number of commenters objected to 
using the Basic Grants method of cal¬ 
culating an expected family contribu¬ 
tion as an approved needs analysis 
system. 

Response. The method of calculating 
an expected family contribution used by 
the Basic Grants program is only one of 
several such methods or systems of needs 
analysis approved for this purpose. No 
institution which objects to this method 
is required to use it. Therefore the pro¬ 
posed regulation was not changed. 

§ 176.14 Coordination of student /i- 
nancial aid programs. (§ 176.9 in the pro¬ 
posed rule) — Comment. Two commenters 
suggested that net earnings should be 
precisely defined as gross earnings minus 
required withholdings. 

Response. It is agreed that a definition 
of net earnings would be helpful: there¬ 
fore, the regulation has been amended to 
provide that net earnings means gross 
earnings minus required withholdings 
and any cost incidental to such earnings. 

Comment. Two commenters felt that 
the stipulation to include the student’s 
savings and assets as resources would 
penalize the student who works. 

Response. A student who has savings 
or other assets has a greater ability to 
contribute toward his own educational 
costs than does a student without such 
savings and assets. To include considera¬ 
tion of such savings and assets is neither 
a penalty nor a reward, but simply a 
recognition of actual financial strength, 
which varies among students for a vari¬ 
ety of reasons not all of which are re¬ 
lated to the student’s differing work 
habits and/or savings propensities. This 
regulation was retained as originally pro¬ 
posed. 

Comment. One commemter stated that, 
in defining resources, the use of an all- 
inclusive net earnings requirement puts 
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the financial aid officer in a difficult posi¬ 
tion. since the commenter felt that in¬ 
stitutions are unable to monitor off- 
campus employment. It was therefore 
suggested that only those earnings from 
the College Work-Study Program be con¬ 
sidered as resources from any expected 
net earnings. 

Response. The Office of Education feels 
that such a limitation would be inap¬ 
propriate in that it would permit insti¬ 
tutions to disregard any earnings the 
student may receive from institutional 
employment other than Work-Study. In¬ 
asmuch as institutions do provide jobs 
for students, it is reasonable to expect 
that institutions and financial aid officers 
be aware of these opportunities and con¬ 
sider anticipated earnings from such em¬ 
ployment as resources available to the 
student. Therefore, this recommendation 
was not adopted. 

Comment. Several commenters re¬ 
ferred to the need to alter the regula¬ 
tion in light of pending amendments to 
the Guaranteed Student Loan legislation. 

Response. The regulation has been 
modified in response to the recent 
change in the Guaranteed Student Loan 
statute. See § 176.15(c) (1) and (2). 

Comment. Several commenters felt 
that it would be an administrative bur¬ 
den to make the adjustments and read¬ 
justments necessary to avoid awarding 
grants in excess of a student’s need. This 
mieht occur when a student obtained 
additional funds from any source— 
including Guaranteed Student Loans— 
after his calculated need had been met 
with a package of other Federal assist¬ 
ance. 

Response. In recognition of the fact 
that participation in this program im¬ 
poses an administrative burden which 
would not otherwise be faced, the statute 
permits an institution to use a portion 
of the funds granted to it as a payment in 
lieu of reimbursement for such adminis¬ 
trative expenses. That statutory provision 
is incorporated in 5 176.22(b) of the regu¬ 
lation. In choosing to participate in this 
program, institutions should be aware 
that they are accepting an administra¬ 
tive burden. § 176.14 is an attempt to 
specify one portion of that burden. It is 
felt that the requirements stated in 
5176.14 in connection with the avoidance 
of overawards are basic to the concept of 
need, which is the central concept on 
which this program is built. However in 
recognition of the difficulties involved in 
administering these programs, an insti¬ 
tution will not be deemed to have violated 
this provision unless the overaward ex¬ 
ceeded $100. No change in the regulation 
was made in response to this comment. 

Comment. Several commenters pointed 
out the fact that the proposed rule with 
respect to the treatment of Guaranteed 
Loans would permit a student to substi¬ 
tute a Guaranteed Loan for the expected 
parental contribution under certain cir¬ 
cumstances. Some commenters favored 
this result, while others opposed it. Two 
commenters suggested that this treat¬ 
ment be extended to the students’ eam- 
mgs from employment. Several com¬ 


menters also remarked upon the fact that 
the statute governing the Guaranteed 
Loan program was amended after the 
date of the Notice of Proposed Rule Mak¬ 
ing and observed that this statutory 
amendment might affect the proposed 
rule. 

Response. The proposed § 176.9(c) was 
written to exempt all Guaranteed Loans, 
except those for which a needs test is 
required, from being considered as a 
student resource. This exemption would 
have the effect of permitting such loans 
to be used as substitutes for the expected 
family contribution, as some of the com¬ 
menters observed. This effect was in¬ 
tended. It is considered to be consistent 
with the legislative history of Guaranteed 
Loans, which are considered to be loans 
of convenience which will permit a fam¬ 
ily to make its expected contribution 
over a lengthened time period. The fact 
that certain Guaranteed Loans may be 
substituted for the expected family con¬ 
tribution has been stated specifically in 
the final regulation, which retains the 
intent of the proposed rule. No similar 
provision has been made with respect to 
a student’s earnings from employment, 
because such earnings are considered to 
be either part of a student’s resources or 
part of his financial aid package. The 
final regulation. § 176.14(c), is identical 
in intent to the proposed rule, but its 
wording has been revised to take account 
of the recent statutory changes to the 
Guaranteed Loan Program. Under the 
final regulation, any Guaranteed Loan 
except one for which a needs test is re¬ 
quired may be used as a substitute for 
the expected family contribution. 

Comment. One commenter felt that 
the proposed rule was not clear as to 
whether a student may receive up to $100 
in unmatched Supplemental Grant 
funds. 

Response. A student may not receive 
any unmatched Supplemental Educa¬ 
tional Opportunity Grant funds. The 
phrase referred to states that the sum of 
all resources • • • including a grant 
that is made available to the student may 
not exceed his need by more than $100. 
This requirement has relevance in the 
context of determining whether a stu¬ 
dent has received an award in excess of 
his need, and it is based on the feeling 
that It is unreasonable to expect that any 
system of needs analysis can be accurate 
within a margin of error of less than $100. 

§ 176.16 Amount of grant. —Com¬ 
ment. One commenter referred to the 
$200 minimum award amount, suggest¬ 
ing this figure be lowered. 

Response. The $200 minimum amount 
Is a statutory requirement (section 413 
B(a) (2) (B) of the Act); therefore the 
regulation is retained as written. 

Comment. One commenter felt that 
the proposed rule was not clear as to 
whether the minimum and maximum 
award amounts could be applied to “one 
semester applicants.” 

Response. The proposed rule states 
that the amount of a grant awarded to 
a student for any “academic year’’ shall 
n6t exceed $1,500, nor be less than $200. 


Thus, the minimum and maximum 
amounts of grant awarded to a student 
for a single semester should be prora- 
tioned based on the length of the semes¬ 
ter as compared to the full academic 
year. A new paragraph (b) was added 
to § 176.16 to clarify this point. 

Comment. Several commenters recom¬ 
mended that other sources of funds, in¬ 
cluding institutional employment, be in¬ 
cluded in the regulations as matching 
student financial aid in addition to Fed¬ 
eral program funds, while one com¬ 
menter suggested that no Federal pro¬ 
gram funds be considered as matching 
aid at all. 

Response. These comments seemed to 
be based on a misinterpretation of the 
proposed rule, which followed the lan¬ 
guage of the authorizing statute very 
closely. The basic statutory requirement 
in this respect is that, to count as a per¬ 
missible form of “matching,” the finan¬ 
cial aid in question must be provided to 
the student by his institution. Institu¬ 
tional scholarships, loans, and employ¬ 
ment clearly meet this requirement, but 
a question might remain about State 
scholarships, employment under the Col¬ 
lege Work-Study Program, National Di¬ 
rect Student Loans and Basic Grants. 
In order to clarify the fact that these 
additional sources of funds are also to 
be counted as student financial aid pro¬ 
vided by the institution, they were spe¬ 
cifically enumerated both in the stat¬ 
ute and in 5 176.16(b) of the proposed 
rule, which has become § 176.16(c) of 
the regulation. 

Comment. One commenter asked what 
is the maximum amount of money a 
student may receive in Supplemental 
Grants if he previously received as much 
as $3,000 in the old EOG program. 

Response. The SEOG is a new pro¬ 
gram established by the Education 
Amendments of 1972. Therefore, the 
maximum amount of SEOG a student 
may receive is the maximum amount 
specified in § 176.16, notwithstanding any 
sums the student may have received un¬ 
der the old EOG program. 

Comment. Several commenters ex¬ 
pressed concern about the requirement 
in § 176.17(b) of the proposed rule that 
compensation for work performed mast 
be paid to the student prior to the end 
of the academic year, since there is usu¬ 
ally a time lag between the end of the 
employment period and the issuance of a 
paycheck. 

Response. 5 176.16(e), which was pre¬ 
viously § 176.17(b), has been modified in 
response to this concern. 

§ 176.17 Payment of Grant .— Com¬ 
ment. One commenter requested clarifi¬ 
cation of paragraph (a) of § 176.17, 
whose meaning was not clear. 

Response. Paragraph (a) of 5 176.17 
was rewritten to clarify its Intent, which 
was to limit the amount of grant which 
may be paid to a student at the begin¬ 
ning of the academic year. This Intent 
was to be served by requiring that the 
grant be prorationed equally among the 
academic terms but permitting disburse¬ 
ments within each such academic term 
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to be in accordane with the needs of the 
to be in accordance with the needs of 
the student. 

Comment. Two commenters requested 
clarification of the phrase “the condi¬ 
tions to which the grant is subject/' 

Response. In response to this request, 
5 176.17(d) of the regulation has been 
modified to specify the conditions of the 
grant, in lieu of referring to them. 

1176.18 Special sessions — Comment. 
A commenter recommended that $50 be 
established as a minimum amount of 
money that may be awarded to a student 
for a summer session. 

Response. While this comment was di¬ 
rected by the commenter at § 176.18 
(Summer Sessions), it relates to the 
establishment of the amount of grant, 
which is treated in § 176.16. A new para¬ 
graph (b) was added to § 176.16 to clarify 
the minimum and maximum which apply 
to a giant period shorter than an aca¬ 
demic year in duration. 

Comment. A commenter suggested that 
a student's eligibility for SEOG during 
the summer session be contingent upon 
his eligibility in the prior or the follow¬ 
ing academic year. 

Response. The proposed rule stated 
that a student enrolled during a sum¬ 
mer vacation period may be eligible for 
a Supplemental Grant if he is registered 
as at least a half-time student at that 
institution, and he must have been in 
attendance at that institution during the 
regular term immediately preceding such 
session or show intent to enroll during 
the subsequent regular term at the insti¬ 
tution awarding him the grant. The reg¬ 
ulation was rewritten to specify that a 
student will be eligible during a special 
session, such as a summer session, (i) 
if he is otherwise eligible pursuant to 
§ 176.9 and (ii) if his attendance meets 
those conditions. 

§176.29 Maintenance of effort — Com¬ 
ment. One comment was received which 
recommended that funds from State 
sources not be considered part of an in¬ 
stitution's own scholarship and student 
financial aid program. 

RespOTise. The regulation provides that 
for the purpose of a waiver of the main¬ 
tenance of effort provision, public appro¬ 
priations will not be considered an out¬ 
side source for public institutions. The 
intent of the maintenance of effort pro¬ 
vision is to prevent Federal funds from 
being substituted for other funds in¬ 
cluding other public funds. Therefore no 
change is made in the regulation. 

Comment. Several comments were re¬ 
ceived which ran to the effect that the 
proposed maintenance of effort provi¬ 
sions could have the effect of forcing 
a failure of maintenance of effort on in¬ 
stitutions which cease participation as 
direct lenders under the Guaranteed 
Loan Program. 

Response. The regulation has been re¬ 
written to make provision for institutions 
to avoid a failure of maintenance of 
effort under such circumstances by sub¬ 
stituting alternative sources of financing 
for their students. Provision is also made 
for a waiver of the maintenance of effort 
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provisions in the case of an institution 
which is unable to arrange for such al¬ 
ternative sources of financing because 
the Commissioner takes action to ter¬ 
minate its participation at such a date 
that there is insufficient time for the in¬ 
stitution to make such arrangements 
before a failure occurs. 

§ 176.22 Use of funds — Comment. 
One commenter recommended that the 
administrative expense allowance for the 
Supplemental Grants program be set at 
a percentage equal to the percentage of 
the appropriation for the Basic Educa¬ 
tional Opportunity Grant program which 
is set aside for administrative expenses. 

.Response. The amount which may be 
used as a payment in lieu of reimburse¬ 
ment for an institution's administrative 
expenses in operating the Supplemental 
Grants program is set at 3 percent by 
statute (section 493(a) of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 as amended (20 
U.S.C. 1088b(a))). This percentage may 
not be changed by regulation. 

Section 176.23 Fiscal procedures and 
records — Comment. A number of com¬ 
ments were received objecting to the pro¬ 
posed requirement that the three func¬ 
tions of authorization of payment, dis¬ 
bursement of funds, and financial rec¬ 
ord-keeping be administered in three 
separate offices. Most of the objections 
ran to the effect that such a requirement 
cannot feasibly be met by a small insti¬ 
tution which has limited staff resources. 

Response. The requirement for a divi¬ 
sion of functions among separate offices 
was intended to be an elaboration of the 
requirement for an adequate system of 
internal controls stated in the first sen¬ 
tence of paragraph (a) of § 176.23. In 
response to the comments received the 
general requirement for an adequate sys¬ 
tem of internal controls is being retained 
as proposed, but the specific requirement 
for dividing three named functions 
among different offices has been modified 
by eliminating reference to financial 
record-keeping. This will permit finan¬ 
cial record-keeping to be performed in 
the same office as either of the other 
named functions (i.e., authorization of 
payment and disbursement of funds), 
provided that this is done in a way which 
is consistent with the provision of an 
adequate system of internal controls. 

In light of the foregoing, Part 176 of 
Title 45 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions is amended as set forth below. 

2. Pursuant to the authority contained 
in 42 U.S.C. 2756. Part 175 of Title 45 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations govern¬ 
ing the College Work-Study Program is 
amended by adding a new § 175.14a. as 
set forth below. Similarly pursuant to 
the authority contained in 20 U.S.C. 
1087bb, Part 144 of Title 45 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations governing the 
National Direct Student Loan Program 
is amended by adding a new section, 
§ 144.4a, as set forth below. § 144.4a and 
§ 175.14a are identical to § 176.7 of the 
Supplemental Grant Program regula¬ 
tions which set forth the application re¬ 
view procedure to be used in determin¬ 


ing an institution’s approved level of 
funding. 

A single application form is used by 
institutions in applying for funds under 
one or more of these programs and the 
same procedures are used in reviewing 
such applications; that is. each request 
is reviewed by a regional panel, then by 
the Office of Education Regional Office, 
and finally, if necessary, by a national 
review panel. In each case the Commis¬ 
sioner establishes an approved level of 
funding taking into consideration the 
recommendation of the relevant panel or 
regional office. 

The Supplemental Grant Program 
regulations were submitted for public 
comment and changes were made in the 
final regulations as a result of such com¬ 
ment. Since the same class of interested 
parties, institutions of higher education, 
that have commented on the SEOG reg¬ 
ulations would be commenting on these 
identical provisions for the National Di¬ 
rect Student Loan and College Work- 
Study programs, it has been determined 
that resort to rule making with respect 
to these Work-Study and Direct Loan 
regulatory provisions would be unneces¬ 
sary and contrary to the public interest. 
(5 TJJB.C. 553(b)) 

Effective date: Pursuant to section 
431(d) of the General Education Provi¬ 
sions Act, as amended, (20 U.S.C. 1232 
(d)) these regulations have been trans¬ 
mitted to the Congress concurrently with 
the publication of this document In the 
Federal Register. That section provides 
that regulations subject thereto shall be¬ 
come effective on the forty-fifth day fol¬ 
lowing the date of such transmission, 
subject to the provisions therein con¬ 
cerning Congressional action and ad¬ 
journment. A subsequent notice will be 
published in the Federal Register stat¬ 
ing the specific date on which these regu¬ 
lations have become effective. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Nos. 13.418, Supplemental Educational Op¬ 
portunity Grant Program: No. 13.463, 
Higher Education Work-Study; No. 13.471, 
National Direct Student Loans) 

Dated: September 26, 1974. 

T. H. Bell, 

U.S. Commissioner of Education. 

Approved: October 11, 1974. 

Frank Carlucci, 

Acting Secretary of Health , 
Education , and Welfare. 


PART 144—NATIONAL DIRECT STUDENT 
LOAN PROGRAM 

1. Part 144 of Title 45 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations Is amended by add- 
ing § 144.4a to read as follows: 

§ 144.4a Application review and ap¬ 
proval of request. 

(a)(1) The Commissioner will con¬ 
vene panels of qualified persons in each 
of the regions served by regional offices 
of the Office of Education, to review ap¬ 
plications submitted under this part by 
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institutions situated in those regions. 
The review panel shall evaluate each 
institution’s request for funds in accord¬ 
ance with the criteria set forth in § 144.4 
and shall recommend an amount which 
ii deems appropriate. 

(2) No panelist shall participate in 
the" consideration of any application 
from his own institution or any applica¬ 
tion from any other institution which 
he has prepared or assisted in preparing 
or in which he has any personal finan¬ 
cial interest. 

(b) Institutions which file applica¬ 
tions for funding under this part will be 
notified of the amount recommended by 
the review panel pursuant to paragraph 

(a) of this section. If the amount recom¬ 
mended is less than the institution’s re¬ 
quest, the reasons for such a reduction 
will be forwarded to the institution. The 
institution shall notify the regional of¬ 
fice of the Office of Education serving 
the area in which the institution is lo¬ 
cated of any arithmetic or other techni¬ 
cal errors with regard to the panel rec¬ 
ommendation. The regional office will 
adjust the recommendation to correct 
such errors. 

(c) If an institution wishes to request 
a review of the panel's recommendation 
for other than arithmetic and technical 
errors it shall submit a written request 
for such review to the regional office of 
the Office of Education serving the area 
in which the institution is located within 
such time as may be specified by the 
Commissioner. The request for review 
may include additional information rele¬ 
vant to the recommendation. The re¬ 
gional office will review such requests and 
will notify the institution in writing of 
its decision and the reasons therefor. 

(d) (1) If an institution wishes a re¬ 
view of the regional office recommenda¬ 
tion made pursuant to paragraph (c) of 
this section, it may request a review by a 
national review panel. Such a national 
review panel shall consist of institutional 
student financial aid officers from each 
of the regions served by the Office of 
Education and personnel of the Office of 
Education. 

(2) A request for national review shall 
be submitted in writing by the institution 
to the regional office of the Office of Ed¬ 
ucation serving the area in which the 
institution is located within such time 
as may be specified by the Commissioner. 
However, no additional information be¬ 
yond that available in the application 
and the written record of communica¬ 
tions between the regional office and the 
institution will be considered. 

(3) The national review panel will re¬ 
view such requests and notify the insti¬ 
tution and the Commissioner of its 
recommendation and the reasons there¬ 
for. 

(e) The Commissioner will establish 
an approved level of funding (approved 
request) for each applicant institution 
taking into consideration the recommen¬ 
dation of the relevant panel or regional 
office. 

(20 U.8.C. 1087bb) 


PART 175—COLLEGE WORK-STUDY 
PROGRAM 

2. Part 175 of Title 45 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended by add¬ 
ing § 175.14a to read as follows: 

§ 175.14a Application review and ap¬ 
proval of request. 

<a)(l) The Commissioner will convene 
panels of qualified persons in each of the 
regions served by regional offices of the 
Office of Education, to review applica¬ 
tions submitted under this part by insti¬ 
tutions situated in those regions. The re¬ 
view panel shall evaluate each institu¬ 
tion’s request for funds in accordance 
with the criteria set forth in § 175.14 and 
shall recommend an amount which it 
deems appropriate. 

(2) No panelist shall participate in the 
consideration of any application from his 
own institution or any application from 
any other institution which he has pre¬ 
pared or assisted in preparing or in 
which he has any personal financial in¬ 
terest. 

(b) Institutions which file applications 
for funding under this part will be noti¬ 
fied of the amount recommended by the 
review panel pursuant to paragraph (a) 
of this section. If the amount recom¬ 
mended is less than the institution’s re¬ 
quest, the reasons for such a reduction 
will be forwarded to the institution. The 
institution shall notify the regional office 
of the Office of Education serving the 
area in which the institution is located 
of any arithmetic or other technical 
errors with regard to the panel recom¬ 
mendation. The regional office will ad¬ 
just the recommendation to correct such 
errors. 

(c) If an institution wishes to request 
a review of the panel’s recommendation 
for other than arithmetic and technical 
errors it shall submit a written request 
for such review to the regional office of 
the Office of Education serving the area 
in which the institution is located within 
such time as may be specified by the 
Commissioner. The request for review 
may include additional information rele¬ 
vant to the recommendation. The re¬ 
gional office will review such requests 
and will notify the institution in writing 
of its decision and the reasons therefor. 

(d) (1) If an institution wishes a re¬ 
view of the regional office recommenda¬ 
tion made pursuant to paragraph (c) of 
this section, it may request a review by 
a national review panel. Such a national 
review panel shall consist of institutional 
student financial aid officers from each 
of the regions served by the Office of 
Education and personnel of the Office of 
Education. 

(2) A request for national review shall 
be submitted in writing by the institu¬ 
tion to the regional office of the Office of 
Education serving the area in which the 
institution is located within such time as 
may be specified by the Commissioner. 
However, no additional information be¬ 
yond that available in the application 
and the written record of communica¬ 
tions between the regional office and the 
institution will be considered. 


(3) The national review panel will 
review such requests and notify the in¬ 
stitution and the Commissioner of its 
recommendation and the reasons there¬ 
for. 

(e) The Commissioner will establish 
an approved level of funding (approved 
request) for each applicant institution 
taking into consideration the recom¬ 
mendation of the relevant panel or re¬ 
gional office. 

(42 U.S.C. 2756) 

3. Part 176 of Title 45 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended to read 
as follows: 

PART 176 —SUPPLEMENTAL EDUCA¬ 
TIONAL OPPORTUNITY GRANTS PRO¬ 
GRAM 

Sec. 

176.1 Purpose. 

176.2 Definitions. 

176.3 Apportionment and reapportionment. 

176.4 Allocation, reallocation, and payment 

of funds to institutions. 

176.5 Institutional applications. 

176.6 Funding criterir. 

176.7 Application review and approval of 

request. 

176.8 Institutional agreement. 

176.9 Student eliglbUlty. 

176.10 Duration of student eligibility. 

176.11 Cost of education. 

176.12 Expected famUy contribution. 

176.13 Need analysis systems. 

176.14 Coordination of student financial aid 

programs. 

176.15 [Reserved | 

176.16 Amount of grant. 

176.17 Payment of grant. 

176.18 Special sessions. 

176.19 [Reserved! 

176.20 Maintenance of effort. 

176.21 Transfer of funds. 

176.22 Use of funds. 

176.23 Fiscal procedures and records. 

176.24 Federal intereet in allocated funds. 

176.25 Termination and suspension. 

Appendix A 

Authority: Sec. 131(b)(1) of Title I of 
Pub. L. 92-318, 86 Stat. 251-256, (20 U.S.C. 
1070b), unless otherwise noted. 

§ 176.1 Purpose. 

It is the purpose of this part to provide, 
through Institutions of higher education, 
Grants (Supplemental Grants) to assist 
in making available the benefits of post¬ 
secondary education to qualified stu¬ 
dents, who for lack of financial means of 
their own or of their families, would be 
unable to obtain such benefits without 
such a grant. 

(29 UJ3.C. 1070b) 

§ 176.2 Definition*. 

For the purposes of this part: 

<a) “Academic year’’ means a period 
of time generally of not less than 8 
months in which a full-time student 
would normally be expected to complete 
the equivalent of two semesters, two tri¬ 
mesters, three quarters, or 900 clock 
hours of instruction. 

(b) “Act” means Title IV-Part A Sub¬ 
part 2 of the Higher Education Act of 
1965, as amended. 

(c) “Clock hour” means a period of 
time which is the equivalent of a 50 to 
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60 minute class, lecture or recitation or 
a 50 to 60 minute faculty supervised lab¬ 
oratory, shop training, or internship. 

(d> “College Work-Study Program*' is 
a federally-supported program of part- 
time employment authorized by Title IV, 
Part C, of the Higher Education Act of 
1965. 

(42 U.S.C. 2751-2756) 

(e) “Continuing grant" means an 
award of a Supplemental Educational 
Opportunity Grant (Supplemental 
Grant) to a student that does not qualify 
as an “initial grant" as defined in § 176.2. 

(f) "Dependent student" is one who 
does not qualify as a “self-supporting or 
independent student'* as defined in 
5 176.2. 

(g) “Expected family contribution of 
a dependent student" means the sum of 
the amounts which reasonably may be 
expected from the student and his spouse 
to meet the student's cost of education 
as described in § 176.11 and the amount 
which reasonably may be expected to be 
made available to him by his parents for 
such purpose. 

(h) “Expected family contribution of 
an independent or self-supporting stu¬ 
dent" means the amount which reason¬ 
ably may be expected from the student 
and his spouse to meet the student's 
cost of education as described in 
§ 176.11. 

(i) “Full-time student" means a stu¬ 
dent who is pursuing any combination 
of courses, research, or special studies 
(whether or not for credit) which, ac¬ 
cording to the standards and practices 
of the institution in which the student is 
enrolled, is considered full-time study. 

(20 U.S.C. 1088(c) (2)) 

(j) “Good standing" means the eligi¬ 
bility of a student to continue in attend¬ 
ance in accordance with the standards 
and practices of the institution in which 
he is enrolled. 

(k) “Half-time student" means a stu¬ 
dent who is carrying a half-time aca¬ 
demic work load measured in terms of 

(1) the tuition and fees customarily 
charged for half-time study by the in¬ 
stitution and (2) the course work or other 
required activities as determined by the 
institution in which the student is en¬ 
rolled; provided, however. That such 
course work and activities amount to the 
equivalent of a minimum of (i) 6 semes¬ 
ter hours or 6 quarter hours per academic 
term for institutions utilizing semester, 
trimester, or quarter hour systems; (ii) 
12 semester hours or 18 quarter hours per 
academic year for institutions which 
measure progress in terms of credit hours 
but which do not utilize semester, tri¬ 
mester. or quarter systems; or (iil) 12 
clock hours per week for institutions 
which utilize clock hours to measure 
progress. All students engaged in a pro¬ 
gram of study by correspondence which 
is offered as requiring at least 12 hours of 
preparation a week shall be considered 
half-time students for purposes of this 
part. 

(20 U.S.O. 1088(o) (2) ) 
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(l) “Initial grant" means the first Sup¬ 
plemental Educational Opportunity 
Grant (Supplemental Grant) awarded 
to a student. Payment for the first year 
of a Supplemental Grant shall not be 
considered to be an initial grant payment 
if the grant was awarded for the con¬ 
tinuing education of a student who (1) 
had been previously awarded a Supple¬ 
mental Grant (whether or not by an¬ 
other institution), and (2) had received 
any payment of that Supplemental 
Grant. 

(m) “Institution of higher education" 
means an educational institution in any 
State which (1) admits as regular stu¬ 
dents only persons having a certificate of 
graduation from a school providing sec¬ 
ondary education, or the recognized 
equivalent of such a certificate. (2) is le¬ 
gally authorized within such State to 
provide a program of education beyond 
secondary education, (3) provides an ed¬ 
ucational program for which it awards a 
bachelor’s degree or provides not less 
than a two-year program which is ac¬ 
ceptable for full credit toward such a de¬ 
gree, (4) is a public or other nonprofit 
institution, and (5) (i) is accredited by a 
nationally recognized accrediting agency 
or association, or (ii) in the case of a 
public institution offering postsecondary 
vocational education, is approved by a 
State approval agency recognized by the 
Commissioner as a reliable authority as 
to the quality of public postsecondary 
vocational education in that State, or 
(ill) is an institution with respect to 
which the Commissioner has determined 
that there is satisfactory assurance, con¬ 
sidering the resources available to the in¬ 
stitution, the period of time, if any. dur¬ 
ing which it has operated, the effort it is 
making to meet accreditation standards, 
and the purpose for which this deter¬ 
mination is being made, that the institu¬ 
tion will meet the accreditation stand¬ 
ards of such an agency or association 
within a reasonable time, or (iv) is an 
Institution whose credits are accepted, on 
transfer, by not less than three institu¬ 
tions which are so accredited, for credit 
on the same basis as if transferred from 
an institution so accredited. 

Such term also includes any school 
which provides not less than a one- 
year program of training to prepare 
students for gainful employment in 
a recognized occupation and which 
meets the provisions of paragraph (m) 
(1), (2), (4), and (5) of this section. Such 
term also includes any proprietary in¬ 
stitution of higher education, as defined 
in § 176.2(q), which has an agreement 
with the Commissioner containing such 
terms and conditions as the Commis¬ 
sioner determines to be necessary to in¬ 
sure that the availability of assistance to 
students at the school under this part has 
not resulted, and will not result, in an 
increase in the tuition, fees, or other 
charges to such students. 

(20 UJ8.C. 1087-1(b), 1088(b) and 1141(a)) 


(n) “National Direct Student Loan 
Program" is the student loan program 
authorized by Title IV, Part E of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965. 

(20U.S.C. (1007 aa-ff)) 

(o) “National of the United States'* 
means (l)a citizen of the United States, 
or (2) a person who, though not a citizen 
of the United States, owes permanent 
allegiance to the United States. 

(8 UJ3.0.1101 (a) (22)) 

(p) “Parent" means the mother or 
father of the student, unless any other 
person, except the student’s spouse, pro¬ 
vides more than one-half of the student’s 
support and claims or is eligible to claim 
the student as an exemption for Federal 
income tax purposes, in which case such 
person shall be considered a parent. 

(q) “Proprietary institution of higher 
education” means a school (1) which 
provides not less than a six-month pro¬ 
gram of training to prepare students for 
gainful employment in a recognized oc¬ 
cupation, (2) which admits as regular 
students only persons having a certifi¬ 
cate of graduation from a school provid¬ 
ing secondary education or the recog¬ 
nized equivalent of such a certificate, (3) 
which Is legally authorized by the State 
in which it is located to provide a pro¬ 
gram of education beyond secondary ed¬ 
ucation, (4) which is accredited by a na¬ 
tionally recognized accrediting agency 
or association approved by the Commis¬ 
sioner for this purpose. (5) which is not 
a public or other nonprofit institution, 
and (6) which has been in existence for 
at least two years. 

(20 UJ3.C. 1088(b)(3)) 

(r) “Self-supporting or Independent 
Student" means a student who: 

(1) Has not and will not be claimed 
as an exemption for Federal income tax 
purposes by any person except his or 
her spouse for the calendar year(s) in 
which aid is received and the calendar 
year prior to the academic year for 
which aid is requested, 

(2) Has not received and will not 
receive financial assistance of more than 
$600 from his or her parent(s) in the 
calendar year(s) in which aid is received 
and the calendar year prior to the aca¬ 
demic year for which aid is requested, 
and 

(3) Has not lived or will not live for 
more than 2 consecutive weeks in the 
home of a parent during the calendar 
year in which aid is received and the 
calendar year prior to the academic year 
for which aid is requested. 

For purposes of this paragraph, a stu¬ 
dent will not be considered to have been 
claimed as an exemption by a parent, or 
to have received $600 from a parent, or to 
have lived with a parent if that parent 
has died prior to the student’s submis¬ 
sion of an application for a grant. 

(s) “State" means, in addition to the 
several States of the Union, the District 
of Columbia, the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico, Guam, American Samoa, 
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the Trust Territory of the Pacific Is¬ 
lands, and the Virgin Islands. 

(30 tfJS.C. 1141 (b); 20 U.S.C. 1088(a)) 

(t) "Undergraduate course of study” 
means a regularly prescribed curriculum 
for an undergraduate student at an in¬ 
stitution of higher education. 

<u) "Undergraduate student” means a 
student who (1) is in attendance at an 
Institution of higher education and (2) 
has not earned his first baccalaureate or 
professional degree. A student who has 
not earned his first baccalaureate or pro¬ 
fessional degree and who is enrolled in a 
program of study at the postsecondary 
level which is designed to extend for more 
than four academic years shall not be 
considered as an undergraduate student 
to that portion of the program that in¬ 
volves study beyond the fourth academic 
year unless that program leads to a first 
degree and is designed to extend for a 
period of five academic years. 

(30 U.S.C. 1070b unless otherwise noted) 

§ 176.3 Apportionment and reappor¬ 
tion menu 

(ft) Initial or ant — apportionment ,— 

(1) Prom 90 percent of the sums appro¬ 
priated for making initial grants for the 
Supplemental Educational Opportunity 
Grant Program (Supplemental Grant 
Program) for any fiscal year, the Com¬ 
missioner will apportion to each State 
an amount which bears the same ratio to 
such sums as the number of persons 
enrolled full time and the full-time 
equivalent of the number of persons en¬ 
rolled part time in institutions of higher 
education in such State bears to the 
total number of such persons enrolled in 
all the 8tates. If the amount so appor¬ 
tioned to any State is less than its al¬ 
lotment for initial year Educational 
Opportunity Grant Program grants (20 
U.8.C. 1061(b)) for fiscal year 1972, ad¬ 
ditional sums will be apportioned to 
each such State from the remaining 10 
percent of the sums appropriated for ini¬ 
tial grants to make its apportionment 
for such year equal to such allotment for 
fiscal year 1972. (The table set forth as 
appendix A indicates the amounts al¬ 
lotted to each State for such purposes 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1972.) 
In the event that the funds available are 
insufficient to meet that level, the Com¬ 
missioner will instead apportion the re¬ 
maining io percent of the sums appro¬ 
priated for initial grants so that no State 
will receive less than a uniform minimum 
percentage of its fiscal year 1972 allot¬ 
ment. 

(2) The Commissioner will apportion 
the sums remaining for initial grants, 
after making the apportionments of 
funds specified in paragraph (a)(1) of 
this section, to those State (s) which re¬ 
ceived the lowest percentage of approved 
requests for funds for initial grants as 
a result of the apportionment under sub- 
paragraph (a) (1) of this section, so that 
no State will receive less than a uni¬ 
form minimum percentage of its total 
approved requests for funds for initial 
grants. 
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(b) Initial grants — reapportionment .— 
The amount of any State's apportion¬ 
ment under subsection (a) which ex¬ 
ceeds the total amount of approved re¬ 
quests for funds for initial grants of the 
institutions of higher education in that 
State will be reapportioned among the 
remaining States in such a manner that 
no State will receive less than a uni¬ 
form minimum percentage of its total 
approved requests for funds for Initial 
grants. 

(c) Continuing grants — apportion¬ 
ment. —The Commissioner will appor¬ 
tion the sums appropriated for continu¬ 
ing grants for the Supplemental Grant 
program among the States in such a 
manner so that each State will receive 
the same percentage of the total of its 
approved requests for funds for continu¬ 
ing grants. 

(d) Continuing grants — reapportion¬ 
ment .—Any funds apportioned under 
paragraph (c) of this section which are 
later determined by the Commissioner to 
be in excess of the total amount required 
by any State for continuing grants will 
be reapportioned among the remaining 
States in such a manner as the Commis¬ 
sioner, pursuant to published criteria, de¬ 
termines will best achieve the purpose 
of the program. 

(20 UJS.C. 1070b-3) 

§ 176.4 Allocation, reallocation and 
payment of funds to institutions. 

(a) Allocation of funds to institu¬ 
tions .—When funds available for dis¬ 
tribution among the Institutions within 
a State for initial grants are not sufficient 
to honor all approved requests of institu¬ 
tions within such State, such sums as are 
available will be distributed on a pro 
rata basis among all institutional appli¬ 
cants in the State in the same ratio that 
the total funds available for the State, 
including any reapportionments, bears to 
the total approved requests for that 
State. Similarly when funds available 
for distribution among the institutions 
within a State for continuing grants are 
not sufficient to honor all approved re¬ 
quests of institutions within such State, 
such sums as are available will be dis¬ 
tributed on a pro rata basis among all 
institutional applicants in the State in 
the same ratio that the total funds avail¬ 
able for the State, including any reap¬ 
portionments, bears to the total approved 
requests for that State. 

(b) Reallocation of funds .—Funds al¬ 
located to an institution for Initial grants 
which the institution anticipates will not 
be used by the end of the period for 
which such funds were made available 
may be reallocated on an equitable basis 
to other institutions in that State, or if 
no Institution in that State has a need 
for such funds, such funds may be re¬ 
apportioned in accordance with § 176.3 
for use in other States. Similarly funds 
allocated to an Institution for continuing 
grants which the institution anticipates 
will not be used by the end of the period 
for which such funds were made avail¬ 
able may be reallocated on an equitable 
basis to other institutions in that State 
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or. if no institution in that State has a 
need for such funds, such funds may be 
reapportioned in accordance with § 176.3 
for use in other States. 

(c) Payment qf funds. —Funds will be 
made available for both initial and con¬ 
tinuing grants for a specific period of 
time as determined by the Commissioner 
and may be payable in advance or by way 
of reimbursement on the basis of sub¬ 
stantiated need and periodic fiscal re¬ 
ports submitted by the institution. 

(20 U.S.C. 1070b-3) 

§ 176.5 Institutional applications. 

(a) An institution that wishes to par¬ 
ticipate in the Supplemental Grants 
Program shall file an application with 
the Commissioner before the closing 
date for such applications established 
annually by the Commissioner. Such ap¬ 
plication shall contain the following in¬ 
formation and contain such other infor¬ 
mation as the Commissioner may from 
time to time prescribe: 

(1) The institution’s requests for 
Federal student financial aid funds 
under this part, the College Work-Study 
Program and the National Direct Student 
Loan Program; 

(2) The institution’s anticipated en¬ 
rollment for the forthcoming academic 
year: 

(3) The anticipated number of en¬ 
rolled students eligible for initial and 
continuing grants; 

(4) The institution’s average cost of 
attendance; 

(5) An estimate of the average 
amount which reasonably may be ex¬ 
pected to be made available by their 
parents to students at the institution 
who are expected to be eligible for such 
grants; 

(6) The anticipated average grants; 

(7) The amount of financial assist¬ 
ance awarded by the Institution from its 
own scholarship and student aid pro¬ 
grams for the most recent academic year 
for which information is available; and 

(8) The qualifications of the profes¬ 
sional personnel who will be administer¬ 
ing the Supplemental Grants Program. 

(b) The application shall contain the 
name of the official authorized to submit 
the application and the name of the 
individual or official who will be respon¬ 
sible for carrying out the program. Un¬ 
less otherwise indicated in the applica¬ 
tion, the former individual or official will 
be deemed to be the individual or official 
to whom communications shall be 
directed, the Individual or official who 
shall be responsible for the receipt, cus¬ 
tody, and disbursement of Federal funds, 
and the individual or official who shall 
have ultimate responsibility for the ac¬ 
counting of such Federal funds. 

(20 US.C. 1070b-3(b)) 

§176.6 Funding criteria. 

(a) Institutional applications for 
funds under this part will be reviewed in 
accordance with the following criteria: 

(1) The reasonableness of the insti¬ 
tution’s total request for Federal student 
financial aid funds under this part (1) 
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in light of its requests under the College 
Work-Study Program and the National 
Direct Student Loan Program, and (ii) 
in relation to the institution’s antici¬ 
pated enrollment, the average cost of 
education, and the average expected 
family contribution of students eligible 
under those programs; 

(2) the reasonableness of the institu¬ 
tion’s projections of its anticipated en¬ 
rollment and of the average cost of edu¬ 
cation and the average expected family 
contribution of students eligible under 
those programs; 

(3) the reasonableness of the antici¬ 
pated number of students eligible for 
Initial and continuing grants, in view of 
the institution’s anticipated enrollment; 

(4) the reasonableness of the amount 
of the average grant anticipated in re¬ 
lation to the average need per student at 
the Institution, after taking into ac¬ 
count other available student financial 
aid resources; 

(5) the extent to which the institution 
has effectively utilized Federal financial 
aid funds allocated in previous years; 

(6) the nature of the institution’s 
demonstrated commitment to enroll stu¬ 
dents with exceptional financial need; 
and 

(7) the extent to which the institution 
has effectively administered or made 
provision for the effective administra¬ 
tion of the program, including effective 
coordination with institutional and 
other programs of student financial aid. 
In making this evaluation, consideration 
will be given to the adequacy of the 
qualifications and experience of the 
personnel designated by the institution 
to administer the program. 

(20 U.8.O. 1070b-3) 

§ 176.7 Application review and approval 
. of request. 

(a) (1) The Commissioner will con¬ 
vene panels of qualified persons in each 
of the regions served by regional offices 
of the Office of Education, to review ap¬ 
plications submitted under this part by 
institutions situated in those regions. 
The review panel shall evaluate each 
institution’s request for funds in ac¬ 
cordance with the criteria set forth in 
§ 176.6 and shall recommend an amount 
which it deems appropriate. (2) No 
panelist shall participate in the consid¬ 
eration of any application from his own 
institution or any application from any 
other institution which he has prepared 
or assisted in preparing or in which he 
has any personal financial interest. 

(b) Institutions which file applications 
for funding under this part will be noti¬ 
fied of the amount recommended by the 
review panel pursuant to paragraph (a) 
of this section. If the amount recom¬ 
mended is less than the institution’s re¬ 
quest, the reasons for such a reduction 
will be forwarded to the institution. The 
institution shall notify the regional office 
of the Office of Education serving the 
area in which the institution is located 
of any arithmetic or other technical 
errors with regard to the panel recom¬ 
mendation. The regional office will ad- 
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lust the recommendation to correct such 
errors. 

(c) If an institution wishes to request 
a review of the panel’s recommendation 
for other than arithmetic and technical 
errors, it shall submit a written request 
for such review to the regional office of 
the Office of Education serving the area 
in which the institution is located within 
such time as may be specified by the 
Commissioner. The request for review 
may include additional information rele¬ 
vant to the recommendation. The re¬ 
gional office will review such a request 
and will notify the institution in writing 
of its decision and the reasons therefor. 

(d) (1) If an institution wishes a re¬ 
view of the regional office recommenda¬ 
tion made pursuant to paragraph (c) 
of this section, it may request a review 
by a national review panel. Such a na¬ 
tional review panel shall consist of in¬ 
stitutional student financial aid officers 
from each of the regions served by the 
Office of Education and personnel of the 
Office of Education. 

(2) A request for national review shall 
be submitted in writing by the institution 
to the regional office of the Office of Edu¬ 
cation serving the area in which the in¬ 
stitution is located within such time as 
may be specified by the Commissioner. 
However, no additional information 
beyond that available in the application 
and the written record of communica¬ 
tions between the regional office and the 
institution will be considered. 

(3) The national review panel will re¬ 
view such requests and notify the institu¬ 
tion and the Commissioner of its recom¬ 
mendation and the reasons therefor. 

(e) The Commissioner will establish an 
approved level of funding (approved re¬ 
quest) for each applicant institution tak¬ 
ing into consideration the recommenda¬ 
tion of the relevant panel or regional 
office. 

(20 UJS.C. 1070b-3) 

§ 176.8 Institutional agreement. 

An institution of higher education 
which desires to participate in the 
Supplemental Grants Program shall 
enter into an agreement with the Com¬ 
missioner. Such agreement shall; 

(a) Provide that funds received by 
the institution under this part will be 
used solely for the purposes specified in, 
and in accordance with, the provisions 
of this part; 

(b) Provide that, in determining 
whether a student meets the require¬ 
ments of exceptional financial need, the 
institution will consider the source of 
such student’s income and that of any 
individual or individuals upon whom 
the student relies primarily for support 
and will make an appropriate review of 
the assets of the student and of such 
individuals; 

(c) Provide that the institution, in 
cooperation with other institutions of 
higher education where appropriate, will 
make vigorous efforts to identify quali¬ 
fied youths of exceptional financial need 
and encourage them to continue their 
education beyond secondary school 


through programs and activities such as 

(1) establishing or strengthening close 
working relationships with secondary 
school principals and guidance and 
counseling personnel, with a view toward 
motivating such students to complete 
secondary school and pursue post¬ 
secondary school educational opportuni¬ 
ties. and (2) making, to the extent 
feasible, conditional commitments for 
student financial aid to qualified sec¬ 
ondary school students who. but for such 
grants, would be unable to obtain the 
benefits of higher education, with spe¬ 
cial emphasis on students enrolled in 
grade 11 or lower grades who show evi¬ 
dence of academic or creative promise: 

(d) Specify that the institution must 
make Supplemental Grants under this 
part reasonably available (to the extent 
of funds available) to all eligible students 
at the institution; 

(e) Specify that the institution will 
comply with the provisions of $ 176.20 re¬ 
lating to maintenance of effort and 
§ 176.22 relating to costs of administra¬ 
tion; and 

(f) Include such other provisions as 
may be necessary in light of special and 
unusual circumstances to protect the 
financial interest of the United States 
and promote the purposes of this part. 
(20 US.C. 1070b~2) 

§176.9 Student eligibility. 

(a) A student is eligible for a grant 
under this part if such student; 

(1) is a national of the United States, 
is in the United States for other than a 
temporary purpose and intends to be¬ 
come a permanent resident thereof, or 
is a permanent resident of the Trust 
Territories of the Pacific Islands; 

(2) has been accepted for enrollment 
as at least a half-time undergraduate 
student at an institution of higher educa¬ 
tion or, in the case of an undergraduate 
student already attending such institu¬ 
tion, is in good standing and is enrolled 
on at least a half-time basis at such 
institution; 

(3) shows evidence of academic or 
creative promise and capability of main¬ 
taining good standing in his course of 
study; 

(4) is of exceptional financial need as 
determined in accordance with para¬ 
graph (b> of this section; and 

(5) would not, but for a Supplemental 
Grant, be financially able to pursue a 
course of study at such institution. 

(b) (1) For purposes of paragraph (a) 

(4) of this section a student shall be 
considered in exceptional financial need 
if his expected family contribution does 
not exceed 50 percent of his cost of 
education at the institution in which he 
is enrolled or accepted for enrollment. 

(2) Notwithstanding the provisions of 
paragraph (b)(1) of this section, the in¬ 
stitution may determine that a student is 
of exceptional financial need where the 
student financial aid officer of the insti¬ 
tution is of the view that it is imprac¬ 
ticable for such student to obtain from 
employment, loans, or grants other than 
a Supplement Grant all of that portion 
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of his cost of education not covered by 
his expected family contribution. How¬ 
ever this provision does not waive the 
requirements of paragraphs (a) and (b) 
of $ 176.16. 

(3) If the institution determines, pur¬ 
suant to paragraph (b) (2) of this section, 
that a student is of exceptional financial 
need, the reasons for such a determina¬ 
tion shall be made a part of the institu¬ 
tion's written records. 

(c) A member of a religious com¬ 
munity, society, or order who by direction 
of his or her order is pursuing a course 
of study in an institution of higher 
education or who receives support and 
maintenance from the community, 
society, or order shall be deemed not 
to have financial need. 

(d) No grant may be made under this 
part unless the student to whom it is 
made has filed with the institution of 
higher education which he intends to 
attend, or is Attending, an affidavit on 
a form approved by the Commissioner 
stating that the money attributable to 
such grant will be used solely for ex¬ 
penses related to attendance of con¬ 
tinued attendance at such institution. 
The student must sign the affidavit in 
the presence of a notary or other person 
who is legally authorized, to administer 
oaths or affirmations and who does not 
take part in the recruiting of students 
for enrollment at such institution. The 
notary or other person must enter his 
signature and, as applicable, his seal or 
stamp on the affidavit form. 

<30 UB.C. 1070b-2, 1088g) 

§ 176.10 Duration of atudent eligibility. 

. (a) The period during which a stu¬ 
dent may receive a Supplemental Grant 
shall be the period required for the com¬ 
pletion of the undergraduate course of 
study being pursued by the student, ex¬ 
cept that such period may not exceed a 
total of four academic years unless (1) 
the student Is pursuing a course of study 
leading to a first degree in a program of 
study which is designed by the institution 
offering it to extend over five academic 
years, or (2) because of his particular 
circumstances, the student is determined 
by the institution to need an additional 
year to complete a course of study nor¬ 
mally requiring four academic years, in 
which case such a period may be ex¬ 
tended for not more than one additional 
academic year. 

(b) For purposes of paragraph (a) of 
this section, an academic year means the 
period of time necessary for the student 
to complete the equivalent of two semes¬ 
ters. two trimesters, three quarters, or 
900 clock hours of instruction. 

(20 UB.C. 10701>-1) 

§ 176.11 Cosi of education. 

The amount required to enable a stu¬ 
dent to pursue his education at an insti¬ 
tution of higher education includes 
amounts charged for tuition and fees, 
the amounts charged by the institution 
or the expenses reasonably incurred for 
room and board, books, supplies, trans¬ 
portation, miscellaneous personal ex¬ 
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penses, and expenses related to main¬ 
tenance of a student's dependents. In the 
case of a student engaged in a program 
of study by correspondence only his costs 
of tuition and fees shall be recognized as 
a cost of education for the purpose of this 
part; provided, however. That travel and 
room and board costs incurred specifi¬ 
cally in fu lfillm ent of a required period 
of residential training may be considered 
a cost of education for such a student. 

(20 UB.C. 1070b) 

§ 176.12 Expected family contribution. 

(a) Dependent students. In determin¬ 
ing the amount of income and net assets 
that should reasonably be made avail¬ 
able by the dependent student, the stu¬ 
dent's spouse, and the student’s parents 
to meet that student’s cost of education, 
the student financial aid officer shall take 
into consideration: 

(1) Any serious illness in the family 
(family members include the student, 
the student's spouse, the student’s par¬ 
ents, and persons for whom the parent 
may . claim an exemption under § 151 of 
the Internal Revenue Code); 

(2) the number of dependent children 
of the student’s parents; 

(3) the number of such dependent 
children attending institutions of higher 
education; 

(4) tuition incurred by such depend¬ 
ent children who are attending ele¬ 
mentary and secondary schools; and 

(5) such other circumstances as may 
affect the ability of the student, the stu¬ 
dent’s spouse, and the student's parents 
to contribute toward the student’s cost of 
education. 

(b) Independent students. In deter¬ 
mining the amount of income and net 
assets that should reasonably be made 
available by a self-supporting or inde¬ 
pendent student and that student's 
spouse to meet such student’s cost of 
education, the student financial aid 
officer shall take into consideration: 

(1) Any serious illness in the family 
(family members include the student, 
the student’s spouse, and persons for 
whom the student or spouse may claim 
an exemption under § 151 of the In¬ 
ternal Revenue Code); 

<2) The number of dependent children 
of the student; 

(3) The number of such dependent 
children attending institutions of higher 
education; 

(4) Tuition incurred by such depend¬ 
ent children who are attending ele¬ 
mentary and secondary schools; and 

(5) Such other circumstances as may 
affect the ability of the student or the 
student’s spouse to cont ribute toward the 
student's cost of education. 

(c) Upon the request of a student who 
does not live with his parents, who visits 
his parents for periods of time no longer 
than those which are typical for adults 
visiting their parents, and who does not 
receive from his parents gifts which ex¬ 
ceed in value the amounts typically given 
by parents as Incidental gifts to their 
adult, nondependent offspring, the stu¬ 
dent financial aid officer shall make a 
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determination as to whether the rela¬ 
tionship between that student and his 
parents is of such a nature that it is 
unreasonable to expect the parents to 
contribute toward his cost of education, 
regardless of their ability to do so. The 
student financial aid officer shall, before 
making such a finding, make such efforts 
as he deems appropriate to ascertain 
whether the student’s parents are in fact 
willing to contribute toward the student’s 
cost of education and shall make the 
reasons for such determination part of 
the institution’s written records. 

(20 U.S.C. 1070b-2) 

§176.13 Need analysis systems. 

(a) The Commissioner has determined 
that the following need analysis systems 
or methods of calculation meet the re¬ 
quirements of § 176.12 of this part if 
adjusted in accordance with paragraph 

(d) of this section: The method of cal¬ 
culating an expected family contribution 
used in the Basic Educational Opportu¬ 
nity Grants Program <45 CFR Part 190) 
and the systems of need analysis pub¬ 
lished by the American College Testing 
Program and the College Scholarship 
Service. The Commissioner has also ap¬ 
proved the Income Tax System for use 
in calculating the expected family con¬ 
tribution of dependent students whose 
parents are subject to the Federal income 
tax, if adjusted in accordance with para¬ 
graph (d) of this section and further 
adjusted to reflect the number of the 
parents* dependent children who are at¬ 
tending institutions of higher education. 

(b) For purposes of this part, the ex¬ 
pected family contribution calculated 
according to the Income Tax System 
shall be an amount equal to the amount 
of Federal income tax paid by the parents 
of a student. 5 percent of such parents' 
net assets in excess of $7,500 and any 
amount the student is reasonably able to 
contribute. 

<c) The Commissioner will approve a 
need analysis sytem or a method of cal¬ 
culating an expected family contribution 
if it produces expected family contribu¬ 
tions comparable to those that would be 
determined under one or more of the 
systems specified in paragraph (a) of 
this section. 

(d) An institution utilizing a need 
analysis system set forth in paragraph 
(a) of this section shall adjust the ex¬ 
pected family contribution obtained from 
that system to reflect tuition costs in¬ 
curred by dependent children of the stu¬ 
dent’s parents (or, in the case of a self- 
supporting or independent student, the 
dependent children of the student) who 
are in elementary and secondary schools, 
if that system does not already take that 
cost into account. 

(e) The institution may in an indi¬ 
vidual case further adjust the expected 
family contribution calculated according 
to one of the approved need analysis sys¬ 
tems or methods of calculation where 
the student financial aid officer of the 
Institution has reason to believe that 
such expected family contribution does 
not realistically reflect the ability of the 
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student and his parents to contribute to¬ 
ward the student’s cost of education. 
Such adjustments with an accompanying 
explanation shall be reduced to writing 
and made part of the institution’s rec¬ 
ords. 

(20 US.0.1070b-2) 

§ 176.14 Coordination of Mtudcnl finan¬ 
cial aid program*. 

(a) The institution shall appoint an 
official who shall have the responsibility 
of coordinating the program covered by 
this part with the institution’s other 
Federal and non-Federal programs of 
student financial aid. 

(b) The institution shall not award a 
Supplemental Grant to a student in an 
amount which, when combined with the 
other resources available to such student, 
would exceed such student’s need (i.e., 
the difference between the student’s cost 
of education at the institution and his 
expected family contribution). Re¬ 
sources. as used in this section, include 
any waiver of tuition and fees, any schol¬ 
arship or grant-in-aid including athletic 
scholarship, any fellowship or assistant- 
ship, any loan made under the Guaran¬ 
teed Student Loan Program (Title IV-B 
of the Higher Education Act of 1965) ex¬ 
cept where paragraph (c) of this section 
applies, any long-term loan made by the 
institution other than under the Guar¬ 
anteed Student Loan Program, and any 
expected net earnings from employment 
during periods for which the student re¬ 
ceives a grant. For purposes of this sec¬ 
tion “net earnings” means gross earn¬ 
ings minus required withholdings and 
any costs incidental to obtaining such 
earnings. 

(c) (1) Except as provided in para¬ 
graph (c) (2) of this section, loans made 
under the Guaranteed Student Loan 
Program (Title IV-B of the Higher Edu¬ 
cation Act of 1965) shall not be con¬ 
sidered a student resource and may be 
used to satisfy the expected family con¬ 
tribution of the borrower calculated in 
accordance with § 176.12. If the amount 
of such a loan exceeds the borrower’s 
expected family contribution, only such 
excess shall be considered a student re¬ 
source. 

(2) Loans for which interest benefits 
are payable under section 428 of Title 
IV-B of the Higher Education Act of 
1965, as amended (20 U.S.C. 1078), shall 
be considered a student resource and 
may not be used to satisfy a student’s 
expected family contribution where the 
borrower has an adjusted family income 
of more than $15,000, as determined in 
accordance with § 177.3 of the Guaran¬ 
teed Student Loan Program Regulations 
(45 CFR 177.3), or where the amount of 
the loan would cause the total amount 
of the borrower’s loans insured by the 
Commissioner, or by a State or nonprofit 
private institution having an agreement 
of reinsurance with the Commissioner, 
to exceed $2,000 for that academic year. 

(d) The institution's responsibility 
under paragraph (b) of this section shall 
extend only to those resources which the 


institution Itself makes available to the 
student, or about which it knows or has 
reason to know or can reasonably antici¬ 
pate at the time that Supplemental 
Grant funds are disbursed to the student. 
The amount of net earnings from any 
employment provided by the institution 
for any academic period covered by the 
grant award shall be deemed to have 
been known by the institution at the time 
of disbursement of such grant. However, 
an institution will not be deemed to have 
violated the requirement contained in 
paragraph (b) of this section if the sum 
of all resources made available to the 
student, including a grant under this 
part, exceeded that student’s need by not 
more than $100. 

(20 U3.C. 1070b) 

§ 176.15 [Reserved] 

§176.16 Amount of grant. 

(a) The amount of a grant awarded to 
a student for any academic year shall be 
equal to the amount determined by the 
institution to be needed by that student 
to enable him to pursue a course of 
study at the institution for an academic 
year, except that such amount shall not 
exceed $1,500 or one-half the sum of 
the total amount of student financial aid 
made available through the institution 
to such student, whichever is the lesser. 
However, no grant shall be awarded to 
any student for any academic year if the 
amount of such award for such period 
would be less than $200. 

(b) The amount of a grant awarded to 
a student for any period which is less 
than an academic year in length shall be 
limited by a maximum and a minimum 
which bear the same proportion to $1,500 
and $200, respectively, as the length of 
that period bears to the length of an 
academic year, but in no event may the 
amount of the grant exceed one-half the 
sum of the total amount of student fi¬ 
nancial aid made available through the 
institution to the student for that period. 

(c) For purposes of paragraphs (a) 
and (b) of this section, payments to 
students under the Basic Education Op¬ 
portunity Grants Program, the College 
Work-Study Program, the National Di¬ 
rect Student Loan Program, and this 
part and any assistance provided to a 
student under any scholarship program 
established by a State or a private insti¬ 
tution or organization shall be deemed 
to be student financial aid made avail¬ 
able through the institution. 

(d) No student shall be awarded more 
than $4,000 in the aggregate under this 
part, except that a student whose eligibil¬ 
ity is extended for a fifth year pursuant 
to paragraph (a) of § 176.10 may receive 
an amount which in the aggregate is not 
in excess of $5,000. 

(e) In order to qualify as financial aid 
made available to the student through 
the institution for purposes of para¬ 
graphs (a) and (b) of this section, such 
aid must be disbursed by the institution 
to the student prior to the end of the 
academic year for which the student re¬ 
ceived an award under this part. How¬ 


ever, this requirement is not applicable to 
the extent that such aid is in the form of 
scholarships from outside sources where 
disbursements are not within the control 
of the institution. If such financial aid 
is in the form of compensation for work 
performed for the institution or for an 
employer other than the institution un¬ 
der an agreement with the institution, 
such compensation must be earned by the 
student prior to the end of such academic 
year and payment therefor must occur no 
later than the next regular payday fol¬ 
lowing the end of the payroll period dur¬ 
ing which the work was performed. 

(20 U.S.C. 1070b-l) 

§ 176.17 Payment of grant. 

(a) A student’s award for an academic 
year shall be divided among payment 
periods which correspond to the number 
of semesters, trimesters, or quarters in 
the institution’s academic year. The 
amounts which may be paid during any 
payment period shall be in the same ratio 
to the student’s award for the academic 
year as the length of that payment period 
bears to the length of the academic year 
at that institution. An institution which 
does not utilize such academic terms shall 
reserve at least half of a student’s Sup¬ 
plemental Grant for an academic year for 
payment to him after the midpoint of 
such academic year. Within each pay¬ 
ment period the institution may pay the 
student at such times and in such install¬ 
ments as the institution determines will 
best meet his need for such funds. 

(b) Before making the initial payment 
of a Supplemental Grant for any year to 
a student the institution shall obtain 
from that student a written acceptance 
of the grant and a signed statement in¬ 
dicating that the student received notice 
of the amount of his Supplemental 
Grant, of the fact that such amount may 
not exceed 50 percent of the total amount 
of student financial aid made available 
to him through the institution, of the 
nature and source of the other student 
financial aid made available to him 
through the institution, and of the fact 
that the payment of the Supplemental 
Grant is conditional on the recipient’s 
maintaining satisfactory progress in the 
course of study he is pursuing according 
to the regularly prescribed standards and 
practices of the institution from which 
he received the grant and on the recip¬ 
ient’s carrying an academic workload 
sufficient to qualify him as at least a 
half-time student during the academic 
year. 

(c) A recipient of a Supplemental 
Grant under tills part shall remain eli¬ 
gible to receive payments only if he: (1> 
Continues to be in exceptional financial 
need, (2) maintains satisfactory progress 
in the course of study he is pursuing ac¬ 
cording to the regularly prescribed stand¬ 
ards and practices of the institution from 
which he received the grant, and (3) car¬ 
ries an academic workload sufficient to 
qualify him as at least a half-time stu¬ 
dent during the academic year. 

(20 T7.8.C. 1070b) 
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§ 176.18 Special sessions. 

(a) A student enrolled in an institu¬ 
tion of higher education in one or more 
classes during a period of special enroll¬ 
ment. such as a special summer term, will 
be eligible for a Supplemental Grant if he 

(i) meets the other eligibility require¬ 
ments of this part. <ii) is registered as 
at least a half-time student at that in¬ 
stitution during such session, and (iii) 
Is either in attendance as at least a half¬ 
time student at that institution during 
the regular term immediately preceding 
such session or has shown evidence of 
Intent to enroll as at least a half-time 
student during the subsequent regular 
term at that institution. 

(b) A student receiving a grant while 
in attendance during such a special ses¬ 
sion will be considered to have expended 
at least one-half of a semester, trimester, 
or quarter, as the case may be, of grant 
eligibility. 

(20 UJ5.C. 1070b-l) 

§ 176.19 [Reserved] 

§ 176.20 Maintenance of effort. 

(a) For each fiscal year for which it 
receives an allocation of funds under this 
part, the institution shall continue to ex¬ 
pend, in its own scholarship and student 
aid programs, an amount which is not 
less than the average expenditure per 
year made for that purpose during the 
three fiscal years preceding (1) the ef¬ 
fective date of any agreement required 
by section 443 of the College Work-Study 
Program (42 U.S.C. 2753) or section 407 
of the Educational Opportunity Grants 
Program (20 U.S.C. 1067) which was in 
effect on June 30,1973, (2) the fiscal year 
for which the Institution receives or re¬ 
ceived its first allocation of funds under 
the College Work-Study Program, (3) 
the fiscal year for which the institution 
received its first allocation of funds un¬ 
der the Educational Opportunity Grants 
Program (20 U.S.C. 1061-1067, 1069). or 
(4) the fiscal year for which the insti¬ 
tution receives or received its first allo¬ 
cation of funds under this part if the 
institution did not participate in the 
Educational Opportunity Grants Pro¬ 
gram in the fiscal year immediately pre¬ 
ceding that fiscal year, whichever is the 
latest. 

(b) (1) The Commissioner may waive 
the requirements set forth in paragraph 
(a) of this section for a fiscal year under 
special and unusual circumstances, such 
as. where the institution's inability to 
expend the amount required thereunder 
is attributable to (i) a withdrawal of 
funds from outside sources (for public 
institutions, public appropriations are 
not considered an outside source), or (ii) 
a decline in enrollment where the institu¬ 
tion continued to expend in its own 
scholarship and student aid program on 
a per-enrolled-student basis an amount 
at least equal to the average amount ex¬ 
pended per enrolled student during the 
three year base period. 

(2) If an institution’s inability to com¬ 
ply with the requirements set forth in 
paragraph (a) of this section in a par¬ 
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ticular fiscal year is based on the fact 
that the institution no longer partici¬ 
pates as a direct lender in the Guaran¬ 
teed Student Loan Program (Title IV-B 
of the Higher Education Act of 1965), 
the Commissioner may waive the require¬ 
ments of paragraph (a) of this section 
for that fiscal year for such institution 
if the institution arranges alternative 
sources of financial aid for its students in 
an amount at least equal to the amount 
it provided to its students as a direct 
lender in the last fiscal year in which it 
so participated under the Guaranteed 
Student Loan Program. However if the 
Institution’s authority to participate in 
the Guaranteed Student Loan Program 
as a direct lender was withdrawn by the 
Commissioner and time constraints pre¬ 
vent the institution from arranging such 
alternative financing, the Commissioner 
may waive the requirements of paragraph 
(a) of this section. 

(c) In order to obtain a waiver of the 
maintenance of effort requirement set 
forth in paragraph (a) of this section 
for a particular fiscal year, an Institution 
shall submit to the Commissioner a re¬ 
quest for such a waiver and a description 
of the circumstances justifying such a 
waiver. 

(d) An institution’s “own scholarship 
and student financial aid program” in¬ 
cludes any expenditure of Institutional 
funds for scholarships, grants, loans, 
tuition and fee waivers or remissions, 
and employment given to students en¬ 
rolled at the institution at both the 
graduate and undergraduate level, 
whether or not such students are eligible 
to participate in the Supplemental 
Grants or College Work-Study Programs. 
Funds given to the institution from an 
outside source to be used for scholarships 
or other forms of student financial aid, 
but with respect to which the institution 
has the authority to choose the recipients 
and the amount such recipients will re¬ 
ceive, shall be deemed to be institutional 
funds; however, funds received from Fed¬ 
eral sources to be used for student fi¬ 
nancial aid may not. In any event, be 
considered as part of an institution’s own 
scholarship and student financial aid 
program for purposes of paragraph (a) 
of this section. 

(e) (1) An institution may, in accord¬ 
ance with its stated practice, consider 
scholarships and other student financial 
assistance given to students who are de¬ 
pendents of faculty members or other 
employees of the institution as either 
student financial aid or employee bene¬ 
fits. 

(2) An institution shall Include fel¬ 
lowships and assistantshlps as part of 
its program of student financial assist¬ 
ance unless it is the stated practice of 
the intitution to consider such holders 
of fellowships and assistantshlps as 
members of the institution’s faculty. In 
such a case payments under such fellow¬ 
ships and assistantshlps need not be con¬ 
sidered financial aid. 

(3) An election of treatment under 
paragraphs (e) (1) and (2) of this sec¬ 
tion shall apply to both the base year 
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period and current year expenditure. A 
change of treatment will be permitted 
only with the express written approval of 
the Commissioner. 

(20 US.C. 1088c) 

§ 176.21 Transferor funds. 

(a) An institution may transfer up to 
10 percent of its allocation for a fiscal 
year under the Supplemental Grants 
Program to its allocation of funds for 
that fiscal year under the College Work- 
Study Program to be used in accordance 
with the provisions of that latter pro¬ 
gram. Similarly, an institution may 
transfer up to percent of its allocation 
for a fiscal year under the College Work- 
Study Program to its allocation of funds 
for that fiscal year under the Supple¬ 
mental Grants Program to be used in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of this part. 
The transfer of funds from the Supple¬ 
mental Grants Program may be made 
without regard to whether such funds 
were allocated for initial or continuing 
grants and funds transferred to the Sup¬ 
plemental Grants Program may be al¬ 
located by the institution between its al¬ 
location for initial or continuing grants 
as the institution sees fit. 

(b) Any amount transferred pursuant 
to paragraph (a) of this section shall 
be reported on the annual Institutional 
Fiscal-Operations Report required by 
§ 176.23(b)(2). 

(20 U8.C. 1088e) 

§ 176.22 Use of funds. 

(a) Federal funds allocated to an In¬ 
stitution under this part may be used by 
the institution (1) to make grants to eli¬ 
gible students. (2) as payments in lieu of 
reimbursement for its expenses in admin¬ 
istering the program during the fiscal 
year, and (3) to transfer to the Col¬ 
lege Work-Study Program pursuant to 
§ 176.21. 

(b) An institution of higher education 
shall be entitled to use as payment in 
lieu of reimbursement for its adminis¬ 
trative expenses for each fiscal year for 
which it receives an allocation under 
§ 176.4 an amount equal to not more than 
three percent of the institution’s pay¬ 
ments to its students from its allocation 
for that fiscal year. However the aggre¬ 
gate amount paid to an institution in 
lieu of expenses for administration under 
this part and the College Work-Study 
Program plus the amount withdrawn for 
such purposes from the institution’s 
National Direct Student Loan fund may 
not in the aggregate exceed $125,000 for 
any fiscal year. 

(20 US.C. 1070b; 1088b) 

§ 176.23 Fiscal procedures and records. 

(a) Fiscal procedures. The institution 
shall administer the Supplemental 
Grants Program in such a manner as to 
provide for an adequate system of in¬ 
ternal controls. The various administra¬ 
tive procedures shall be divided so as to 
provide for a system of checks and bal¬ 
ances under which no person will handle 
all aspects of the program. The functions 
of authorizing payment and disbursing 
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funds shall be divided in such a fashion 
that no office has responsibility for both 
functions with respect to any particular 
student aided under the program. 

(b) Records and reporting. (1) Each 
institution shall establish and maintain 
on a current basis such general ledger 
control accounts and related subsidiary 
accounts as are necessary to identify all 
transactions involving Federal funds 
available under this part and to separate 
records of such transactions from all 
other institutional assets and activities. 
Such records shall afford ready identifi¬ 
cation of each student’s account and the 
status thereof, including separation of 
initial and continuing grant amounts, 
shall be adequate to demonstrate the eli¬ 
gibility of every student aided under the 
program, shall indicate the amount of 
need determined for each student and 
the way that need has been met. and shall 
identify the institutional officer who 
made the determination of such need. 

(2) An institution shall submit an 
annual Institutional Fiscal-Operations 
Report and such other reports and in¬ 
formation in such form and at such 
times as the Commissioner may require 
in connection with the administration of 
this part and shall comply with such re¬ 
quirements as the Commissioner may 
find necessary to insure the correctness 
of such reports. 

(c) Retention of records. —(1) Rec¬ 
ords. Each recipient shall keep intact 
and accessible records relating to the 
receipt and expenditure of Federal funds 
in accordance with § 434(a) of the Gen¬ 
eral Education Provisions Act (20 U.S.C. 
1232c), including all accounting records 
and related original and supporting doc¬ 
uments that substantiate costs charged 
to the award. 

(2) Period of retention. Except as pro¬ 
vided in paragraph <c> (4) of this sec¬ 
tion, the records specified in paragraph 
(c)(1) of this section shall be retained 
for 3 years after the date of the submis¬ 
sion of the annual Institutional .Fiscal- 
Operations Report. 

(3) Microfilm copies. Recipients may 
substitute microfilm copies in lieu of orig¬ 
inal records in meeting the requirements 
of this section. 

(4) Audit Questions. The records in¬ 
volved in any claim or expenditure which 
has been questioned by Federal audit 
shall be further retained until resolution 
of any such audit questions; Provided , 
however , That records need not be re¬ 
tained if they relate to a grant with re¬ 
spect to which actions by the United 
States to recover for diversion of Federal 
funds are barred by the statute of limita¬ 
tion in 28 U.S.C. 2415(b). 

(5) Audit and examination. The Secre¬ 
tary and the Comptroller General of the 
United States, or any of their duly au¬ 
thorized representatives, shall have ac¬ 
cess, for the purpose of audit and exami¬ 
nation, to the records specified in para¬ 
graph (c) (1) of this section and to any 
other pertinent books, documents, papers, 
and records of the recipient. 

(20 UJ3.C. 1070b; 20 U.8.C. 1232c) 


§ 176.24 Federal interest in allocated 
funds. 

Funds received by an institution pur¬ 
suant to this part, excluding funds au¬ 
thorized for administrative expenses, are 
to be held in trust for the intended stu¬ 
dent beneficiary. Such funds may be used 
only for the purposes for which they were 
allocated and may not be pledged or 
hypothecated for any other purpose. 

(20 UJS.C. 1070b) 

§ 176.25 Termination and suspension. 

(a) If the Commissioner finds that 
any of the assurances or representations 
made by an institution in connection 
with the administration and operation 
of the Supplemental Grant Program is 
incomplete or inaccurate in any material 
respect or that there has been a failure 
to comply with any of the provisions of 
this part, he may, after giving the insti¬ 
tution notice and an opportunity for a 
hearing, terminate the agreement en¬ 
tered into pursuant to § 176.8 or take 
such other actions as may be necessary 
and appropriate to protect the interest 
of the United States. The termination 
of the institution from the program shall 
not affect the obligations previously in¬ 
curred by either party under that agree¬ 
ment or this part. 

(b) Notice of termination. Proceedings 
with respect to the termination of the 
program shall be initiated by the mailing 
of a notice to the institution setting forth 
the basis of the proposed termination 
and the procedures available to the re¬ 
cipient under this section. 

(c) Suspension of assistance. Subject 
to paragraph (e) of this section, assist¬ 
ance may be suspended during the pend¬ 
ency of a termination proceeding initi¬ 
ated pursuant to this section. 

(d) Notice of suspension. If the Com¬ 
missioner determines that suspension of 
assistance during the pendency of a 
termination proceeding is necessary, no¬ 
tice of the suspension shall be mailed 
to the recipient (which may be included 
In the notice of termination). The notice 
of suspension shall: (1) Inform the re¬ 
cipient of that determination, (2) advise 
the recipient of the effective date of the 
suspension, and (3) offer the recipient an 
opportunity to show cause why such ac¬ 
tion should not be taken. 

(e) Opportunity to show cause. If the 
recipient requests an opportunity to show 
cause why a suspension of assistance 
should not be continued or imposed, the 
Commissioner will, within 7 days after 
receiving such request, hold an informal 
meeting for that purpose. 

(20 U.S.C. 1070b and 1232c) 

Appendix A 


Alabama_-.— $1,136,295 

Alaska_ 37,532 

Arizona _ 794, 102 

Arkansas __ 645. 033 

California_ 8,125.711 

Colorado.—.. 1,092.555 

Connecticut__ 994,752 

Delaware_ 174, 114 

District of Columbia_ 568, 864 

Florida _ 2,066,032 


Georgia_ 

Hawaii _ 

Idaho _ 

Illinois _ 

Indiana_ 

Iowa_ 

Kansas___ 

Kentucky _ 

Louisiana __...____ 

Maine_ 

Maryland _ 

Massachusetts_ 

Michigan_ 

Minnesota___ 

Mississippi _ 

Missouri _ 

Montana_ 

Nebraska_ 

Nevada _ 

New Hampshire_ 

New Jersey__ 

New Mexico_ 

New York__ 

North Carolina_ 

North Dakota_ 

Ohio_ 

Oklahoma_ 

Oregon _ 

Pennsylvania_ 

Rhode Island_ 

South Carolina_ 

South Dakota_ 

Tennessee_ 

Texas _ 

Utah.. 

Vermont_ 

Virginia__ 

Washington_ 

West Virginia_ 

Wisconsin_ 

Wyoming_ 

Guam _ 

Puerto Rico_ 

Virgin Islands_ 


1.291,155 
298.396 
320, 386 
3. 743, 393 
1.967,198 
1. 331,999 
1.082, 749 
1.080, 641 
1. 270.332 
300,431 

1. 168, 652 

2. 758, 217 

3. 339, 267 
1. 663. 842 

863,948 
1.754,719 
323, 599 
713.689 
116, 425 
322. 323 
1,321.749 
412, 228 
6.234,166 
1.783,607 
351.655 
3. 568, 791 
1. 178, 300 
1,035,037 

3. 751,149 
393.990 
690,479 
347,053 

1,398, 807 

4, 038, 448 
781.127 
236, 506 

1. 293,349 
1,525,138 
707,338 
1.916,003 
151,836 
13.218 
555. 030 
4. 745 


Total - 75.050.000 

fFR Doc.74-24328 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


Title 46—Shipping 

CHAPTER IV— FEDERAL MARITIME 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL PROVISIONS 

[Commission Order 53 (Amended) ] 

PART 500—EMPLOYEE 

RESPONSIBILITIES AND CONDUCT 

Employees Required to Submit Statements 

The Federal Maritime Commission 
published in the Federal Recistzr on Au¬ 
gust 20, 1968 (33 FR 11 767), Commission 
Order No. 53 (amended). which provided 
in § 500.735-32 that employees occupy¬ 
ing certain key positions shall be re¬ 
quired to submit statements of employ¬ 
ment and financial Interests. The pur¬ 
pose of this amendment is to correct 
those position titles which have become 
obsolete due to reorganization within the 
agency. Section 500.735-32 is hereby 
amended as follows: 

1. Paragraph (b) is amended by in¬ 
serting “GS-12" immediately before 
“GS-13 or GS-14.” 

2. Paragraph (d) is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 500.735—32 Employees required l« 
submit statements. 

(d) Employees in the following posi¬ 
tions, including those authorized to act 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 39, NO. 204—MONDAY, OCTOBER 21, 1974 






















































for the designated employee, shall sub¬ 
mit the required statement: 

Director, Office of Personnel 
Director, Atlantic Coast Office 
Director. Pacific Coast Office 
Director. Gulf Coast Office 
Coordinator. Field Offices 
Auditor. Pacific Coast Office 
Chief, Division of Office Services 
Chief! Office of Freight Forwarders 
Chief. Office of Financial Analysis 
Chief, Office of Passenger Vessel Certifica¬ 
tion 

Chief, Office of Budget and Finance 
Settlement Officers 

Effective on October 21,1974. 

Helen Delich Bentley, 
Chairman. 

jFR Doc. 74-24493 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 ami 

Title 49—Transportation 

CHAPTER X—INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

SUBCHAPTER A—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS 

l Rev. 8. O. No. 1193 J 

PART 1033—CAR SERVICE 
Distribution of Boxcars 

At a session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, held In Washington, D.C., on the 
15th day of October 1974. 

It appearing, that an acute shortage 
of plain boxcars exists on the Maine Cen¬ 
tral Railroad Company; that shippers 
located on lines of this carrier are being 
deprived of such cars required for load- 
hig, resulting in a severe emergency; that 
present rules, regulations, and practices 
with respect to the use, supply, control, 
movement, distribution, exchange, inter¬ 
change, and return of boxcars owned by 
this railroad are ineffective. It is the 
opinion of the Commission that an 
emergency exists requiring immediate ac¬ 
tion to promote car service in the interest 
of the public and the commerce of the 
people. Accordingly, the Commission 
finds that notice and public procedure 
are impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest, and that good cause ex¬ 
ists for making this order effective upon 
less than thirty days* notice. 

It is ordered , That: 

§ 1033.1193 Service Order No. 1193. 

(a) Distribution of boxcars. Each com¬ 
mon carrier by railroad subject to the In¬ 
terstate Commerce Act shall observe, en¬ 
force, and obey the following rules, regu¬ 
lations, and practices with respect to its 
car service: 

ID Return to owner empty, except as 
otherwise authorized in paragraphs (a) 
<3), (4), (5), and (7) herein, all plain 
boxcars which are listed in the Official 
Railway Equipment Register, I.C.C. 
R.ER. 392, issued by W. J. Trezise, or re¬ 
issues thereof, as having mechanical des¬ 
ignation XM, bearing reporting marks 
issued to the Maine Central Railroad 
Company. 
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(2) Plain boxcars described in para¬ 
graph (a)(1) include both plain boxcars 
in general service and plain boxcars as¬ 
signed to the exclusive use of a specified 
shipper. 

(3) [Reserved! 

(4) Boxcars described in paragraph 
(a) (1) herein, may be loaded only to 
stations on the lines of the car owner or 
to any station which is a junction with 
the car owner. After unloading at a junc¬ 
tion with the car owner, such cars shall 
be delivered to the car owner at that 
junction, either loaded or empty. 

(5) Boxcars described in paragraph 
(a)(1) herein located at a point other 
than a junction with the car owner shall 
not be back-hauled empty, except for 
the purpose of loading to a junction 
with the. car owner or to a station on the 
lines of the car owner. 

(6) Boxcars described in paragraph 
(a)(1) herein shall not be back-hauled 
empty from a junction with the car 
owner. 

(7) Exception. To alleviate hardships 
of inequities, exceptions to this order may 
be authorized to the carrier by the Rail¬ 
road Service Board, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C. Requests 
for such exceptions may be made only by 
carriers and shall be sent to W. H. Van 
Slyke, Chairman, Car Service Division, 
Association of American Railroads, 
Washington, D.C., for recording and sub¬ 
mission to the Railroad Service Board, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, for 
consideration. 

(8) The return to the owner of a box¬ 
car described in paragraph (a) (1) here¬ 
in shall be accomplished when it is deliv¬ 
ered to the car owner, either empty or 
loaded. 

(9) Junction points with the car owner 
shall be those listed by the car owner 
in its specific registration in the Official 
Railway Equipment Register, I.C.C. 
RJEJl. No. 392, issued by W. J. Trezise, 
or successive issues thereof, under the 
heading “Freight Connections and Junc¬ 
tion Points”. 

(10) No common carrier by railroad 
subject to the Interstate Commerce Act 
shall accept from shipper any loaded 
boxcar for movements contrary to the 
provisions of paragraphs (a) (3), (4), (5), 
or (7), of this section. 

(b) Application. The provisions of this 
order shall apply to intrastate, inter¬ 
state, and foreign commerce. 

(c) Effective date. This order shall be¬ 
come effective at 11:59 p.m., October 18, 
1974. 

(d) Expiration date. This order shall 
expire at 11:59 pjn., December 15, 1974, 
unless otherwise modified, changed, or 
suspended by order of this Commission. 

(Secs. 1, 12, 15. and 17(2), 24 Stat. 379, 883, 
384, as amended: 49 UJ8.C. 1, 12, 16, and 
17(2). Interprets or applies Secs. 1(10-17), 15 
(4), and 17(2), 40 Stat. 101, as amended, 64 
Stat. 911; 49 U.S.C. 1(10-17), 15(4), and 
17(2).) 

It is further ordered , That a copy of 
this order and direction shall be served 
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upon the Association of American Rail¬ 
roads, Car Service Division, as agent of 
all railr oads subscribing to the card serv¬ 
ice and car hire agreement under the 
terms of that agreement, and upon the 
American Short Line Railroad Associa¬ 
tion: and that notice of this order be 
given to the general public by depositing 
a copy in the Office of the Secretary of 
the Commission at Washington, D.C., and 
by filing it with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register. 

By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Board. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24487 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 

(S.O. 1182, Arndt. No. 1] 

PART 1033—CAR SERVICE 

Substitution of Stock Cars for Boxcars 

At a session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, held in Washington, D.C., on the 
15th day of October 1974. 

Upon further consideration of Service 
Order No. 1182 (39 FR 13159), and good 
cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered , That, Revised Service 
Order No. 1182 be, and it is hereby, 
amended by substituting the following 
paragraph (e) for paragraph (e) 
thereof: 

§ 1033.1182 Service Order No. 1182. 

(a) Substitution of stock cars for box¬ 
cars. 

• * • • • 

(e) Expiration date. The provisions of 
this order shall expire at 11:59 pjn., 
January 15, 1975, unless otherwise modi¬ 
fied, changed, or suspended by order of 
this Commission. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective at 11:59 p.m., October 
15, 1974. 

(Sec 8. 1, 12. 16, and 17(2), 24 Stat. 379, 383, 
384, as amended; 49 U.S.C. 1, 12, 15, and 
17(2). Interprets or applies Secs. 1(10-17), 
15(4), and 17(2). 40 Stat. 101, as amended, 54 
Stat. 911; 49 XJB.C. 1(10-17), 15(4). and 
17(2).) 

It is further ordered , That a copy of 
this amendment shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of all railroads 
subscribing to the car service and car 
hire agreement under the terms of that 
agreement, and upon the American Short 
Line Railroad Association; and that no¬ 
tice of this amendment be given to the 
general public by depositing a copy in 
the Office of the Secretary of the Com¬ 
mission at Washington, D.C., and by fil¬ 
ing it with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register. 

By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Board. 

[seal] Robert S. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-24486 Filed 10-18-74;8:46 am] 
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proposed rules 


ThlS *«* #Ct, | 0n . ° f • th0 1 FEDERAL AGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed Issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of 
theso notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate in the rule making prior to the adoption of the final rules. 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Drug Enforcement Administration 
[ 21 CFR Part 1312 ] 

IMPORTATION AND EXPORTATION OF 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES 

Change In Address for Filing Purposes NDC 

Number on Applications for Import and 

Export Permits 

The Drug Enforcement Administra¬ 
tion has determined that certain tech¬ 
nical changes in its regulations are nec¬ 
essary to be made, so that this agency 
can more efficiently handle import and 
export permits and their applications, 
import declarations, and special con¬ 
trolled substances invoices. These tech¬ 
nical changes include a change In the ad¬ 
dress where the above documents are to 
be filed, and, with respect to import and 
export permits, the additional require¬ 
ment that the National Drug Code 
(NDC) number be included in any ap¬ 
plication for such permits. 

Therefore, under the authority vested 
in the Attorney General by sections 301 
and 501(b) of the Comprehensive Drug 
Abuse Prevention and Control Act of 
1970 (21 U.S.C. 821. 871(b)) and dele¬ 
gated to the Administrator of the Drug 
Enforcement Administration by 5 0.100 
of Title 28 of the Code of Federal Regu¬ 
lations (CFR), the Administrator pro¬ 
poses that 21 CFR §§ 1312.12(a); 1312.14 
(a); 1312.16(b); 1312.18(b); 1312.19 (a) 
and (b); 1312.22(a); 1312.24(a); 1312.27 
(a) and 1312.28 (c) and (d> be amended 
by deleting from such subsections any 
reference to Registration Branch or Dis¬ 
tribution Audit Branch, and any address 
which may accompany such reference, 
and by substituting in lieu thereof, the 
following: 

Regulatory Investigations Section, Drug 
Enforcement Administration. Department of 
Justice, Washington. D.C. 20637. 

The Administrator further proposes 
that 21 CFR Part 1312 be amended as 
follows: 

1. By amending 5 1312.12(a) to read: 

§ 1312.12 Application for import per¬ 
mit. 

(a) An application for a permit to im¬ 
port controlled substances shall be made 
on DEA (or BND) Form 85. DEA (or 
BND) Form 85 may be obtained from, 
and filed with, the Regulatory investi¬ 
gations Section. Drug Enforcement Ad¬ 
ministration, Department of Justice, 
Washington. D C. 20537. Each applica¬ 
tion shall show the date of execution, the 
registration number of the importer, the 


name, National Drug Code (NDCI num¬ 
ber, and a detailed description of each 
controlled substance to be Im¬ 
ported, • • •. 

• * t • * 

2. By amending § 1312.22(a) to read: 

§ 1312.22 Application for export per¬ 
mit. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Fish and Wildlife Service 


L w v#rn ran oz. j 


ADMINISTRATIVE PROCEDURES FOR 
GRANTS-IN-AID (MARINE MAMMAL 
PROTECTION ACT OF 1972) 


Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 


(a) An applicaton for a permit to ex¬ 
port controlled substances shall be made 
on DEA (or BND) Form 161 which may 
be obtained from, and shall be filed with, 
the Regulatory Investigations Section. 
Drug Enforcement Administration, De¬ 
partment of Justice. Washington, D.C. 
20537. Each application shall show the 
exporter’s name, address, and registra¬ 
tion number, the name. National Drug 
Code (NDC) number, and detailed de¬ 
scription of each controlled substance 
desired to be exported, • • •. 

• • • * • 

All interested persons are invited to 
submit their comments or objections in 
writing regarding these proposals. These 
comments or objections should state with 
particularity the issues concerning which 
the person desires to be heard. Comments 
and objections should be submitted in 
qulntupllcate to the Hearing Clerk. 
Drug Enforcement Administration. De¬ 
partment of Justice, 1405 Eye Street. 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20537, and must 
be received on or before November 20. 
1974. 

In the event that an interested party 
submits objections to this proposal which 
not to be finalized and requests a hear¬ 
ing in accordance with 21 CFR 1316.41 
and 1316.47, the party will be notified by 
registered mail of the time and place 
that the hearing will be held. If objec¬ 
tions submitted do not present such 
reasonable grounds, the party will be so 
advised by registered mall. 

If no objections presenting grounds for 
a hearing on the proposal are received 
within the time limitations, or all inter¬ 
ested parties waive or are deemed to 
waive their opportunity for a hearing 
or to participate in a hearing, the Ad¬ 
ministrator, after giving considerations 
to written comments and objections, will 
Lssue his final order pursuant to 21 CFR 
1316.66 without a hearing. 

Dated: October 16,1974. 

John R. Bartels, Jr.. 

Administrator , 

Drug Enforcement Administration. 

[FR Doc.74-24476 Filed 10-18-74;8: 46 amj 


Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority vested in the Secretary 
of the Interior by section 110 of the 
Marine Mammal Protection Act of 1972 
(16 U.S.C. 1368 et seq.; 86 Stat. 1027), 
the Director, U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, hereby proposes to establish 
regulations under a new part pertaining 
to administrative procedures governing 
grants-in-aid as set forth below. 

The proposed regulations define pro¬ 
cedures whereby grants can be made to 
Federal or State agencies, public or pri¬ 
vate institutions, or private individuals 
for the purpose of undertaking research 
in subjects which are revelant to the 
protection and conservation of marine 
mammals. 

Applications must be received by Sep¬ 
tember 1 of the year preceding the fiscal 
year in which the research is contem¬ 
plated. Applications will however be 
received for the current fiscal year 
(1974-1975) and fiscal year 1976 (1975— 
1976) through January 1. 1975. Appli¬ 
cants should state the fiscal year funds 
(current or 1976) for which they are 
applying. 

It is the policy of the Department of 
the Interior whenever practicable to 
afford the public an opportunity to par¬ 
ticipate in the rulemaking process. Ac¬ 
cordingly, interested persons may submit 
written comments, suggestions, or ob¬ 
jections to the Director. U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service. Washington. D.C.. by 
November 20. 1974. 

It is proposed to add a new part to 
Chapter I of Title 50, Code of Federal 
Regulations, as follows: 

Sec. 

82.1 Administration. 

82.2 Definitions. 

82.3 Submissions of proposals. 

82.4 Selection criteria. 

82.6 Coordination with States. 

82.6 Prosecution of work. 

82.7 General Information for the Secre¬ 

tary. 

82A Payments to grantee. 

82.9 Forms of vouchers. 

82.10 Property or services as matching 

funds. 

82.11 Ownership of property. 

82.12 Inspection. 

82.13 Record retention. 

82.14 Reporting. 
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T^Bvi 

33 15 Safety and accident prevention. 

82.16 Procurement. 

82 17 Officials not to benefit. 

82*18 Patents and Inventions, 

82.19 Civil rights. 

Authority: Secretary of the Interior by 
section 110 of the Marine Mammal Protec¬ 
tion Act of 1972 (16 U.S.O. 1368 et aeq.) (86 

Stat. 1027). 

§82.1 Administration. 

With respect to all marine mammals 
covered by this Act excluding the order 
Cetacea and members, other than wal¬ 
ruses of the order Pinnipedia, the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service shall admin¬ 
ister the Marine Mammal Protection Act 
for the Secretary of the Interior. 


§ 82.2 Definition#. 

As used in this part, terms shall have 
the meanings ascribed in this section. 

Act—The Marine Mammal Protection 
Act of 1972, P.L. 92—522 (16 U.S.C. § 1361 
et seq.: 86 Stat. 1027). 

Agreement —The properly signed doc¬ 
umentation, which describes the project 
to be carried out and constitutes the con¬ 
tract between the Secretary and the 
grantee. 

Grantee—Federal or State agency, 
public or private institution, or individ¬ 
ual participating in a cooperative agree¬ 
ment with the Secretary. 

Marine Mammal—“Marine mammal” 
means specimens of the following spe¬ 
cies, whether alive or dead, and any part 
thereof, including but not limited to, any 
raw, dressed, or dyed fur or skin: 


Scientific name: 

XJrsus maritimus — 

Enhydra lutris _ 

Odobenus 

rosmarua. 

Dugong dugong — 
Trichcchua 
manatus. 
Trichechua 
inunquis. 
Trichechua 
scnegalensis. 


Common name 

Polar Bear. 

Sea Otter. 

Walrus. 

Dugong. 

West African 
manatee. 

West Indian 
manatee. 

Amazonian 

manatee. 


Note: Common names given may be at 
variance with local usage; they are not re¬ 
quired to be provided by the Act. and they 
have no legal significance. 


Non-Federal interest—Any organiza¬ 
tion, association, institution, business, 
school, individual or group of individuals, 
State agency, municipality, or others 
outside the Federal Government which 
desires to participate within the terms 
of the Act. 

Project—Any program for which an 
Application for Federal Assistance and 
a Project Agreement have been approved 
and which provides for research in sub¬ 
jects which are relevant to the protec¬ 
tion and conservation of marine mam¬ 
mals. 

Secretary—The Secretary of the In¬ 
terior or his authorized representative. 

State—Any State or Trust Territory of 
the United States having lands or waters 
within its boundaries which are in¬ 
habited or frequented by marine mam¬ 
mals. 

State agency—Any department (s), 
coinmission(s) or official(s) of a State 


empowered under its laws to administer 
the State program for marine mammals. 

§ 82.3 Submission of propo&als. 

Preliminary proposals and project doc¬ 
umentation (Applications for Federal 
Assistance and Project Agreement, 
available through Federal Aid Coordina¬ 
tion—State Fish and Game Agency) 
shall be submitted to the Director, U.S. 
.Fish and Wildlife Service (Attention: 
Division of Cooperative Research) 
United States Department of the In¬ 
terior, Washington, D.C. 20240. In order 
to allow sufficient time for processing, 
proposals must be submitted by Septem¬ 
ber 1 of the year preceding the fiscal year 
in which the resarch is contemplated. 

§ 82.4 Selection Criteria. 

Project proposals will be judged in 
reference to the priority and significance 
of the marine mammal problem to be ad¬ 
dressed by the objectives, the expected 
effectiveness of the prospective grantee 
in fulfilling the objectives and the 
probability of implementing the results 
to the benefit of the marine mammal 
resource. 

§ 82.5 Coordination with State#. 

The Secretary shall not enter into an 
agreement with a non-Federal interest 
other than a State unless the project 
agreed upon has approval of the State 
agency. 

§ 82.6 Prosecution of work. 

(a) The grantee shall pursue the 
agreed-upon objectives expeditiously, ad¬ 
hering to the procedures set forth in the 
cooperative agreement. Failure to do so 
or failure to provide timely and ade¬ 
quate reports shall be cause for the 
Secretary to suspend the project and 
withhold further reimbursements to the 
grantee until project commitments are 
satisfactorily met. Projects may be ter¬ 
minated upon determination by the Sec¬ 
retary that satisfactory progress has not 
been maintained. The Secretary shall 
have the right to inspect and review work 
being done at any time. 

(b) All work shall be performed In ac¬ 
cordance with applicable State laws, ex¬ 
cept when in conflict with Federal laws 
or regulations, in which case Federal laws 
or regulations shall prevail. 

§ 82.7 General information for the Sec¬ 
retary. 

Before any Federal funds may be ob¬ 
ligated for any project the grantee shall 
furnish to the Secretary upon his re¬ 
quest, information regarding the author¬ 
ity of the grantee to participate in the 
benefits of the Act and the State laws 
affecting marine mammals. 

(a) Document signature. The Appli¬ 
cation for Federal Assistance and the 
Project Agreement must bear the signa¬ 
ture of an official who is legally author¬ 
ized to commit the prospective grantee to 
expenditure of funds. 

(b) Program information. The Secre¬ 
tary may, from time to time, request, and 
the grantee shall furnish, information 
relating to the administration and 


maintenance of any project established 
under the Act. 

§ 82.8 Payment# to grantee. 

Payments may be requested by the 
grantee at intervals of not less than 30 
days as work described in the coopera¬ 
tive agreement progresses. 

§ 82.9 Form# of voucher#. 

Vouchers on forms provided by the 
Secretary and certified as therein show¬ 
ing amounts expended on each project, 
and the Federal portion claimed to be 
due on account thereof, shall be sub¬ 
mitted to the Director by the grantee. 

§ 82.10 Properly or services n« mulch¬ 
ing funds. 

The non-Federal share of the cost of 
projects may be in the form of cash or 
in-kind contributions. The value of in- 
kind contributions shall be established in 
accordance with OMB Circular A-102, 
Attachment F. 

§ 82.11 Ownership of properly. 

When real property is acquired pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of the Act, title 
to such property or interests therein 
shall be vested in the grantee as long as 
the property is used for the authorized 
purpose. When the property is no longer 
needed for such purpose, the Director 
and the grantee shall mutually agree re¬ 
garding the assignment of title and any 
compensations consistent with the terms 
of OMB Circular A-102, Attachment N. 
All real or personal property utilized by 
the grantee as matching funds, shall be 
subject to the same regulations, policies 
and procedures as that property pur¬ 
chased under the grant. 

§ 82.12 Inspection. 

Supervision of each project shall be as 
specified in the cooperative agreement 
and shall include adequate and contin¬ 
uous inspection by the grantee. The 
project will be subject at all times to 
Federal inspection. 

§ 82.13 Record retention. 

All records of accounts and reports, 
with supporting documentation thereto, 
will be retained by the grantee for a 
period of 3 years after submission of the 
final expenditure report. 

§ 82.14 Reporting. 

Performance reports and other speci¬ 
fied reports shall be submitted to the 
Secretary by the grantee in accordance 
with requirements prescribed by OMB 
Circular A-102, Attachment I and as 
agreed in the project documents. 

§ 82.15 Safety and accident prevention. 

In the performance of each project, 
the grantee shall comply with all appli¬ 
cable Federal, State, and local laws gov¬ 
erning safety, health, and sanitation. 

§ 82.16 Procurement. 

Grantees may use their own procure¬ 
ment regulations which reflect applicable 
State and local law, rules and regula¬ 
tions, provided that procurements made 
with funds under the Act adhere to the 
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standards set forth In OMB Circular 
A-102, Attachment O. 

§ 82.17 Officials not to benefit. 

No member of, or delegate to, Con¬ 
gress, or Resident Commissioner, shall 
be admitted to any share or any part of 
an agreement, or to any benefit that may 
arise therefrom; but this provision shall 
not be construed to extend to an agree¬ 
ment made with a corporation for its 
general benefit. 

§ 82.18 Patents and inventions. 

Determination of the patent rights in 
any inventions or discoveries resulting 
from work under cooperative agreements 
entered into pursuant to the Act shall 
be governed by the “Government Patent 
Policy,'* President’s Memorandum for 
Heads of Executive Departments and 
Agencies, August 23,1971, and Statement 
of Government Patent Policy as 
printed in 36 PJt. 16889. 

§ 82.19 Civil Rights. 

Each cooperative agreement shall be 
supported by a statement of assurance 
executed by the grantee providing that 
the project will be carried out in ac¬ 
cordance with Title VI, nondiscrimina¬ 
tion in federally assisted programs, of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. 
2000d—2000d-4, and with the Secre¬ 
tary’s regulations promulgated thereun¬ 
der, 43 CFR Part 17. 

Dated: October 11,1974. 

Curtis Bohlen, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Fish and Wildlife and Parks. 

[FR Doc.74—24464 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

[ 50 CFR Part 251 ] 

FISHERY FOR AMERICAN LOBSTER IN 
THE GULF OF MAINE 

Notice of Additional Opportunity to Present 
Views 

October 16,1974. 

On July 22, 1974, there was published 
in the Federal Register (39 FR 26650) 
a notice that the Director, National Ma¬ 
rine Fisheries Service, National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration, has 
under consideration a proposed amend¬ 
ment to the regulations (50 CFR Part 
251). The proposed amendment would 
incorporate in Subpart B of the regula¬ 
tions a new § 251.22 to classify the 
“fishery for American lobster in the Gulf 
of Maine” as a Conditional Fishery. 
Interested parties were afforded the op¬ 
portunity to submit to the Director their 
written views on this proposed amend¬ 
ment. Such views were to be submitted 
to the Director, National Marine Fish¬ 
eries Service, Washington, D.C. 20235, on 
or before October 21.1974, for considera¬ 
tion before action is taken with respect 
to adoption of the proposed amendment. 

The Director has determined that ad¬ 
ditional opportunity for the presenta¬ 
tion of written views Is warranted. Ac¬ 


cordingly, the Director, National Marine 
Fisheries Service, extends the time dur¬ 
ing which such views may be submitted 
to not later than November 20, 1974. 

Robert W. Schoning, 
Director. 

(FR Doc.74-24438 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 
[ 14 CFR Part 71 ] 

(Airspace Docket No. 74-NW-221 

TRANSITION AREA 
Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
is considering an amendment to Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation regulations that 
would alter the description of the Burley, 
Idaho. Transition Area. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should be submitted in triplicate to the 
Chief, Operations, Procedures and Air¬ 
space Branch, Northwest Region, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Administration, FAA Build¬ 
ing, Boeing Field, Seattle, Washington, 
98108. All communications received on 
or before November 20, 1974, will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendment. No public hearing 
is contemplated at this time, but ar¬ 
rangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Administration 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Regional Air Traffic Division Chief. Any 
data, views, or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of 
the record for consideration. The pro¬ 
posal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments 
received. 

A public docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons in the 
office of the Regional Counsel, North¬ 
west Region, Federal Aviation Adminis¬ 
tration, FAA Building, Boeing Field, 
Seattle, Washington, 98108. 

A revised SIAP at Burley, Idaho, and 
a holding pattern at the Richfield In¬ 
tersection have been established to pro¬ 
vide an additional procedure for flights 
operating between Burley, Idaho, and 
airports north of V-500. In order to pro¬ 
vide controlled airspace protection, ad¬ 
ditional 700 feet transition area airspace 
is required. In addition, a review of the 
Twin Falls, Idaho, approach procedure 
disclosed that additional 1200 feet tran¬ 
sition area is required to provide con¬ 
trolled airspace protection for aircraft 
using these procedures. 

In consideration of the foregoing, the 
FAA proposes the following airspace 
action: 

In § 71.181 (39 FR 440), as amended, 
(39 FR 16439) is further amended, in 
part, as follows: 


Burley, Idaho 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
feet above the surface within 6.6 miles each 
side of the Burley VORTAC 121* radial ex¬ 
tending from the VORTAC to 27 miles south¬ 
east of the VORTAC; within 5.6 miles each 
aide of the Burley VORTAC 292* radial, ex¬ 
tending from the VORTAC to 19 miles west 
of the VORTAC; within that airspace 
bounded on the southwest by a line parallel 
to and 9.5 miles southwest of the Burley 
VORTAC 323* radial, on the northwest by an 
arc of a 53-mile radius circle centered on 
Burley VORTAC, on the north by a line 
parallel to and 10 miles north of V-600, on 
the east by a line parallel to and 11 miles 
west of Burley 344* radial; and within 2.5 
miles southeast and 6 miles northwest of 
the 036* bearing from Burley Municipal Air¬ 
port, extending 9.5 miles northeast of the 
Burley Airport; that airspace extending up- 
ward from 1200 feet above the surface within 
8 miles south of the Burley VORTAC 072* 
radial extending from the VORTAC 19 miles 
east; within 14 miles southeast of the 223* 
radial extending from the VORTAC to the 
north edge of V-484 that airspace southwest 
of Burley bounded on the north by 
V-4, • • • 

The balance of the description remains 
as published. 

This amendment is proposed under 
the authority of Section 307(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as 
amended (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)), and of 
Section 6(c) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)). 

Issued in Seattle, Washington on 
October 9, 1974. 

J. H. Tanner, 
Acting Director. 

(FR Doc.74-24396 Filed 10-18-74;8:46 ami 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[40 CFR Part 85] 

[FRL 273-3J 

CONTROL OF AIR POLLUTION FROM 
NEW MOTOR VEHICLES AND NEW 
MOTOR VEHICLE ENGINES 

Importation of Catalyst-Equipped Vehicles 
The Environmental Protection Agency 
proposes to amend Subparts A and P, 
Part 85 of Title 40 which govern the 
labeling and Importation of motor ve¬ 
hicles and motor vehicle engines. The 
purpose of this amendment is to assure 
that vehicles equipped with catalytic 
converters and imported into the United 
States after having been driven abroad 
on leaded gasoline are brought into con¬ 
formity with U.S. emission standards. 

A number of domestic automobile 
manufacturers presently have programs 
through which military personnel may 
buy U.S. model vehicles of domestic 
origin, take delivery abroad and drive 
the vehicles abroad during their tours 
of duty. Foreign manufacturers have 
tourist overseas delivery programs 
through which American tourists may 
buy foreign vehicles manufactured to 
the U.S. certified configuration, take de¬ 
livery abroad and drive the cars while 
visiting overseas. Some foreign manu¬ 
facturers arrange to sell vehicles to for¬ 
eign based U.S. government and military 
personnel under special programs which 
assure the buyer that he is getting a U.S. 
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configuration vehicle which heretofore 
could be brought back to the United 
States without difficulty. Furthermore, 
government and military personnel may 
take their domestically purchased ve¬ 
hicles abroad and return them at the 
conclusion of their duty tours. 

Beginning with the model year 1975, 
most vehicle manufacturers, both foreign 
and domestic, will equip cars built for 
the U.S. market with catalytic converter 
emission control systems. Although 
highly effective in reducing automotive 
emissions, these systems are chemically 
deactivated if the vehicle should burn 
leaded gasoline. Operation of such a ve¬ 
hicle on a quantity of leaded fuel in ex¬ 
cess of one full tank will decrease the 
conversion efficiency of the catalyst, and 
continued operation will cause exhaust 
emissions to exceed Federal standards. 

Pursuant to sections 203 (a)(1) and 
(b)(2) of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 
1857f-2 (a)(1) and (b)(2)), EPA pro¬ 
poses to deny entry into the United 
States to vehicles equipped with catalysts 
and driven abroad on leaded gasoline ex¬ 
cept under conditions that provide for 
retrofit (initial Installation or replace¬ 
ment) of an operational catalyst device. 
Section 203(a) (1) prohibits the importa¬ 
tion of a motor vehicle beginning with 
the 1968 model year “unless such vehicle 
is covered by a certificate of conformity 
issued (and in effect) under regulations 
prescribed under this part.” The intent 
of this provision is to prevent the im¬ 
portation of vehicles which are known 
not to comply with emission standards in 
effect for their model year of production. 

A certified vehicle is one which in all 
material respects is the same as a proto¬ 
type vehicle for which a certificate of 
conformity has been issued. In the ab¬ 
sence of contrary evidence, such a ve¬ 
hicle is presumed by EPA to conform to 
applicable emission standards. However, 
operation of a catalyst-equipped vehicle 
on leaded fuel substantially impairs the 
effectiveness of the catalyst and will 
cause emissions to exceed Federal stand¬ 
ards. Therefore, for the purpose of im¬ 
portation, coverage by a certificate for 
such a vehicle is automatically sus¬ 
pended, and its importation is prohibited 
unless it is retrofitted with an active 
catalyst. 

Available information indicates that 
catalyst-equipped vehicles which have 
been operated outside of North America 
will have been fueled with leaded gasoline 
due to the general unavailability of un¬ 
leaded gasoline abroad. Presumably the 
catalysts in these vehicles will have been 
deactivated, and the vehicles will be emit¬ 
ting exhaust pollutants in excess of the 
Federal standards. New vehicles and 
vehicles operated in Canada or Mexico 
where unleaded gasoline will be available 
will be presumed to be equipped with 
operational catalysts. Either of these pre¬ 
sumptions may be rebutted by evidence to 
the contrary. 

Section 203(b) (2) authorizes the Ad¬ 
ministrator and the Secretary of the 
Treasury to provide for admission of a 
conforming motor vehicle Into the 


United States “upon such terms and con¬ 
ditions (including the furnishing of a 
bond) as may appear to them appro¬ 
priate to assure that any such motor 
vehicle or engine will be brought into 
conformity with . . . standards, require¬ 
ments, and limitations ..Joint regula¬ 
tions issued pursuant to this authority 
permit conditional admission of a non- 
conforming vehicle under a declaration 
that the vehicle will be brought into 
conformity with standards (19 CFR 12.73 
(b>(5)(x)). The Importer must post a 
bond equal to the value of the vehicle, 
plus duty. 

The bonding procedure is effective in 
assuring that nonconforming vehicles are 
brought into conformity, but it is bur¬ 
densome and costly to the individual im¬ 
porter. An equally effective alternative 
but one less burdensome to the importer 
of a tourist overseas delivery vehicle 
would be an internal control program, 
maintained by the vehicle manufacturer, 
which would assure proper retrofit of the 
catalyst after operation abroad. Since 
the Department of Defense <DOD) ships 
a substantial number of vehicles each 
year for its own personnel and other 
government agencies, an internal control 
program on the part of DOD would be 
the most effective way to ensure the com¬ 
pliance of vehicles imported in this man¬ 
ner. The Department of State may desire 
to institute a similar program to spare 
its overseas personnel the burden of 
entering their vehicles under bond. 

Since it is presumed that vehicles 
equipped with catalysts will be emitting 
pollutants above the Federal standards 
upon entry into the United States, the 
Agency proposes to require that cata¬ 
lyst-equipped vehicles operated outside 
of the United States, Canada, and Mex¬ 
ico be imported under bond in accord¬ 
ance with 19 CFR 12.73(b) (5) (x) and 
40 CFR 85.1503(a). Exceptions to this 
requirement will be made for importers 
of vehicles whose manufacturer has es¬ 
tablished an internal control program 
approved by the Administrator. Like¬ 
wise. vehicles imported pursuant to a 
similarly approved program operated by 
the Department of Defense or the De¬ 
partment of State will be allowed entry 
without bond. 

At present two examples of such pro¬ 
grams have been developed from a pre¬ 
liminary survey of some of the major 
domestic and foreign motor vehicle 
manufacturers. This Agency believes 
that the following procedures will pro¬ 
vide the minimum acceptable assurance 
of catalyst retrofit: 

1. Notifying EPA of the name of the 
purchaser, the make, model year, model 
and chassis number of each vehicle 
equipped with a catalyst emission control 
system and manufactured to meet U.S. 
standards which is sold or delivered out¬ 
side the United States; 

2. Requiring the purchaser to sign a 
statement that the catalyst on his vehi¬ 
cle will be properly retrofitted either 
before or after his return to the United 
States; 


3. Requiring that the importer pay a 
minimum deposit of $250 which will be 
refunded through a dealer in the United 
States after the catalyst has been retro¬ 
fitted; or 

a. Same as (1) above; 

b. Same as (2) above: 

c. Requiring that the cost of shipping 
the vehicle to the United States be pre¬ 
paid to the manufacturer at the time of 
purchase, arranging direct shipment of 
the vehicle to a service facility main¬ 
tained by the manufacturer in the 
United States and retrofitting the cata¬ 
lyst at that facility before the importer 
has access to the vehicle. 

Manufacturers of vehicles certified 
with catalysts who wish to avoid bur¬ 
dening importers with the need to obtain 
Customs bonds should submit to EPA the 
details of their plans to retrofit catalysts 
either before or after importation of 
cars into the United States. Comment is 
particularly requested as to the require¬ 
ments of the minimum catalyst retrofit 
program which should be considered ac¬ 
ceptable. The procedure through which 
EPA approval of a manufacturer’s pro¬ 
gram can be obtained will be promul¬ 
gated as part of these regulations after 
comments on this preamble have been 
received. 

In formulating these regulations, EPA 
considered a number of strategies which 
covered the entire spectrum of enforce¬ 
ment. It was decided that the statutory 
mandate of section 203 of the Clean Air 
Act could not be met by allowing vehicles 
with deactivated emission controls to 
enter the country if it could be presumed 
that these vehicles would be emitting 
polutants in excess of the Federal stand¬ 
ards. At the other extreme, an alterna¬ 
tive which prohibited the entry into the 
United States of vehicles with deacti¬ 
vated catalysts was considered to be an 
undue burden to impose on the Importer 
since catalysts can be retrofitted at mod¬ 
erate costs. 

These regulations maintain sufficient 
control over the imported vehicle to ac¬ 
commodate the intent of the Act. Control 
is established by requiring a monetary 
incentive to induce the importer to retro¬ 
fit his vehicle. This cash incentive can 
be held either by the manufacturer as 
part of the internal control program or 
by the U.S. Customs Service in the form 
of a bond for the full value of the ve¬ 
hicle plus duty. In both situations, the 
incentive moneys would be returned to 
the importer upon submission of docu¬ 
mentation that catalyst retrofit had 
been accomplished. 

It is expected that the importer will 
provide market pressure to help the man¬ 
ufacturer decide whether or not an in¬ 
ternal control program is economically 
feasible. For this reason, the importer 
should be properly informed of the eco¬ 
nomic and administrative obligations he 
must face for each alternative he is con¬ 
sidering. If he chooses to purchase a ve¬ 
hicle included in a manufacturer’s con¬ 
trol program, he must be ready to pay 
the costs of the catalyst retrofit and the 
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monetary incentive In addition to the 
price of the vehicle. If he chooses a ve¬ 
hicle not included in an internal control 
program, he will be required to: (1) Post 
a bond with the U.S. Customs Service 
upon Importation in the amount of the 
value of the vehicle plus duty, (2) retro¬ 
fit his vehicle with a fully operational 
catalyst, and (3) submit documentation 
of the retrofit to EPA so that the bond 
may be released. The Department of De¬ 
fense and the Department of State are 
considering the establishment of their 
own catalyst retrofit programs designed 
to ease the burden on military and for¬ 
eign service personnel who are affected by 
this regulation. 

The manufacturer that elects to es¬ 
tablish an internal control program 
would be required to assure that facilities 
are generally available in the United 
States at which the importer may have 
his vehicle retrofitted with a catalyst and 
obtain redemption of his incentive de¬ 
posit. If the manufacturer does not par¬ 
ticipate in such a program, the burden 
shifts to the importer to provide evidence 
to EPA that the vehicle has been retro¬ 
fitted with a catalyst. 

In order to aid the prospective importer 
of a catalyst-equipped motor vehicle, 
EPA plans to institute a publicity pro¬ 
gram designed to inform the public of 
the greater convenience inherent in pur¬ 
chasing a vehicle from a manufacturer 
who has an internal control program as 
compared to bonding the vehicle with the 
U.S. Customs Service. Included in this 
publicity campaign will be the names of 
all manufacturers who have established 
an approved internal control program. 
This is important information for an 
importer to consider before making a 
final decision as to the particular car he 
will purchase. 

A color code for the emission control 
labels will be reouired for all vehicles to 
assist the U.S. Customs Service in deter¬ 
mining which vehicles must be bonded. 
This label will be located in proximity to 
the Department of Transportation label 
on the driver’s doorpost. The existing 
label already required to be placed in ihe 
engine compartment will remain in its 
present location but will now contain 
only engine tune-up information. 

Interested persons may participate in 
this rulemaking proceeding by submit¬ 
ting written comments in triplicate to 
the Director. Mobile Source Enforce¬ 
ment Division (EG-340), Environmen¬ 
tal Protection Agency. 401 M Street SW., 
Washington. D.C. 20460. 

All comments received on or before 
November 20, 1974 will be considered. 
Comments received after publication of 
this proposal will be available for public 
inspection during normal working hours 
(8 a m. to 4:30 p.m.) at the Office of 
Public Affairs, Room 232, Waterside 
Mall West, 401 M Street SW.. Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20460. 

Pinal regulations modified as the Ad¬ 
ministrator deems appropriate after 
consideration of comments will be pro¬ 
mulgated as soon as practicable after 
such consideration. 


Authority: Secs. 203 (a)(1) and (b)(2) 
of the Clean Air Act, as amended (42 U.8.C. 
18571-2 (a)(1) and (b)(2).) 

Dated: October 11, 1974. 

John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator . 

Part 85, Chapter 1 of Title 40 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as follows: 

1. A new § 85.1509 is added: 

§ 85.1509 Admission of Catalyst- 
Equipped Vehicles. 

(a) Vehicles which have not been 
driven outside the United States, Can¬ 
ada and Mexico. Any catalyst-equipped 
vehicle offered for importation or im¬ 
ported which has not been driven out¬ 
side the United States, Canada, and 
Mexico will be rebuttably presumed to 
be covered by a certificate of conform¬ 
ity at the time of importation if it is 
labeled in accordance with 40 CFR Sub- 
part A. 

(b) Vehicles which have been driven 
outside the United States, Canada and 
Mexico. Any catalyst-equipped vehicle 
offered for importation or imported 
which has been driven outside the United 
States, Canada, and Mexico will be re¬ 
buttably presumed to have been operated 
on leaded gasoline, and thus its certifi¬ 
cate of conformity will be automatically 
suspended unless the vehicle was covered 
by a certificate of conformity at the time 
of manufacture and either: 

(1) It is entered under a manufac¬ 
turer’s internal control program ap¬ 
proved by the Administrator and insti¬ 
tuted to assure initial installation or re¬ 
placement of the catalyst, or 

(2) It is entered under a Department 
of Defense or Department of State in¬ 
ternal control program approved by the 
Administrator and instituted to assure 
initial installation or replacement of the 
catalyst. 

2. Section 85.075-35 is revised: 

§ 85.075—35 Labeling. 

The manufacturer of any light duty 
motor vehicle subject to the standards 
prescribed in § 85.075-1 shall, at the time 
of manufacture, affix two permanent, 
legible labels conforming to the specifi¬ 
cations described in this section to all 
production models of such vehicles avail¬ 
able for sale to the public and covered 
by a certificate of conformity under 
§ 85.075-30. 

(a) The first label shall meet the fol¬ 
lowing specifications: 

(1) The label shall be plastic or metal 
and shall be welded, riveted or otherwise 
permanently attached in a readily visible 
position in the engine compartment; 

(2) The label shall be affixed by the 
vehicle manufacturer who has been 
issued the certificate of conformity for 
such vehicle in such a manner that it 
cannot be removed without destroying or 
defacing the label and shall not be 
affixed to any equipment which is easily 
detached from such vehicle; 

(3) The label shall contain the follow¬ 
ing information printed in block letters 


and numerals in the English language, 
and the print shall be of a color that con¬ 
trasts with the background of the label; 

(i) The label heading: Vehicle Tune- 
up Specifications; 

<ii) Full corporate name and trade¬ 
mark of the manufacturer; 

(iii) Engine displacement (in cubic 
inches) and engine family identification; 

(iv) Engine tune-up specifications and 
adjustments, as recommended by the 
manufacturer, including idle speed, ig¬ 
nition timing and the idle air-fuel mix¬ 
ture setting procedure and value (e g., 
idle CO, idle air-fuel ratio, idle speed 
drop). These specifications should indi¬ 
cate the proper transmission position 
during tune-up and what accessories 
(e.g., air-conditioner), if any, should be 
in operation; 

(4) The provisions of this subsection 
shall not prevent a manufacturer from 
also reciting on the label that such ve¬ 
hicle or engine conforms to any appli¬ 
cable State emission standards for new 
motor vehicles or any other information 
that such manufacturer deems necessary 
for, or useful to. proper operation and 
satisfactory maintenance of the vehicle. 

(b) The second label shall meet the 
following specifications: 

(1) The label shall be metal and shall 
be welded or riveted to the hinge pillar, 
door-latch post, or the door edge that 
meets the door-latch post, next to the 
driver’s seating position or, if none of 
these locations is practicable, to the left 
side of the instrument panel. If none of 
these locations is practicable, notifica¬ 
tion of that fact, together with drawings 
or photographs showing a suggested al¬ 
ternative location in the same general 
area, shall be submitted for approval to 
the Administrator. The location of the 
label shall be such that it is easily read¬ 
able without moving any part of the 
vehicle except an outer door; 

(2) The label shall be affixed by the 
vehicle manufacturer who has been is¬ 
sued the certificate of conformity for 
such vehicle; 

(3) ITie background of the label shall 
be color-coded as required by this para¬ 
graph. All non-catalyst-equipped ve¬ 
hicles and those catalyst-equipped 
vehicles that are included in a manufac¬ 
turer’s control program approved by the 
Administrator shall have labels with 
blue backgrounds. Catalyst-equipped ve¬ 
hicles which are not included in a 
manufacturer’s control program ap¬ 
proved by the Administrator shall have 
labelo with red backgrounds: 

(4) The label shall contain the fol¬ 
lowing information printed in block 
letters and numerals in the English lan¬ 
guage, and the print shall be of a color 
that contrasts with the background of 
the label: 

(i) The label reading: Vehicle Emis¬ 
sion Control Information; 

(ii) Full corporate name and trade¬ 
mark of the manufacturer; 

(iii) Type of emission control system; 

(iv) Appropriate statement. For all 
non-catalyst-equipped vehicles and for 
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those catalyst-equipped vehicles that are 
Included in a manufacturer's control 
program approved by the Administrator, 
the statement shall be: "This Vehicle 
Conforms to U.S.E.P.A. Regulations Ap¬ 
plicable to 1975 Model Year New Motor 
Vehicles.” For catalyst-equipped vehicles 
which are not included in a manufac¬ 
turer's control program approved by the 
Administrator, the statement shall be: 
“This Vehicle Is Equipped with a Cata¬ 
lyst Emission Control System. If Oper¬ 
ated on Leaded Gasoline. It Will Not 
Conform to Regulations Applicable to 
1975 Model Year New Motor Vehicles." 

(FR Doc.74-24362 Piled 10-l&-74;8:45 amj 

federal communications 

COMMISSION 

[ 47 CFR Part 87 ] 

[Docket No. 20204, FCC 74-1076] 

AIRDROME CONTROL STATIONS 
Scope of Service 

In the matter of amendment of Part 
87 of the Commission's rules to delete 
the requirement for Airdrome Control 
Stations to maintain a continuous listen¬ 
ing watch on 122.5 MHz during hours of 
operation. 

1. Notice of proposed rule making in 
the above-entitled matter is hereby 

given. 

2. In this notice the Commission is 
proposing to amend Part 87, $ 87.403(b) 
by deleting the requirement for Airdrome 
Control Stations to maintain a con¬ 
tinuous listening watch on 122.5 MHz 
during hours of operation. 

3. The requirement to monitor 122.5 
MHz originated many years ago when 
VHP radios were manufactured with a 
very limited number of transmit chan¬ 
nels and a tunable receiver. By mak¬ 
ing 122.5 MHz a universal frequency (or 
by designating an alternate frequency in 
the band 121.975-122.775 MHz on which 
aircraft could call). the aircraft operator 
could then tune his receiver to a regularly 
assigned frequency of the facility with 
which he wished to speak. This gave a 
much greater degree of flexibility to 
these aircraft radios with rather limited 
capability. The great preponderance of 
more sophisticated airborne VHP radios 
available today has made this type op¬ 
eration seldom used. We, therefore, pro¬ 
pose to delete the requirement from the 
rules. 

4. On July 11, 1974, the Federal Avia¬ 
tion Administration advised the FCC 
that it was no longer FAA policy to re- 
Qulre mandatory monitoring of the fre¬ 
quency 122.5 MHz by FAA air traffic con¬ 
trol towers. They indicated they did not 
believe such a change in listenting re¬ 
quirements for FCC licensed Airdrome 
Control Stations would adversely affect 
life and property in the air. 

5. In view of the foregoing the Com¬ 
mission therefore proposes to delete the 
requirement for Airdrome Control Sta¬ 
tions to maintain a listening watch on 
122.5 MHz. 

6. The proposed amendments to the 
rules as set forth in the Appendix are 


issued pursuant to the authority con¬ 
tained in sections 4(1), 303 (b) and (r) 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 

7. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set forth in § 1.415 of the Commission’s 
rules, interested persons may file com¬ 
ments on or before January 22, 1975, and 
reply comments on or before February 21, 
1975. All relevant and timely comments 
and reply comments will be considered 
by the Commission before final action 
is taken in this proceeding. In reaching 
its decision in this proceeding, the Com¬ 
mission may also take into account other 
relevant information before it, in addi¬ 
tion to the specific comments invited by 
this Notice. 

8. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.419 of the Commission's rules, an 
original and 14 copies of all statements, 
briefs or comments filed shall be fur¬ 
nished to the Commission. Responses 
will be available for public Inspection 
during regular business hours in the 
Commission's Public Reference Room at 
its headquarters in Washington, D.C. 

Adopted: October 8, 1974. 

Released: October 15,1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission,* 

[seal! Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

It is proposed to amend Part 87 of 
Chapter I of Title 47 of the Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations as follows: 

Section 87.403(b) is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 87.403 Scope i>f Service. 

• • • • • 

(b) The licensee of an airdrome con¬ 
trol station shall maintain a continuous 
listening watch during hours of opera¬ 
tion on the following frequencies: 

121.6 MHz 

3023.5 kHz (Alaska only) 

Provided . however , The licensee of an 
airdrome control station may be exempt 
from these watch requirements when 
a satisfactory showing has been made 
that an exemption will not adversely 
affect life and property in the air. 

[FR Doc.74-24434 Piled 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[ 18 CFR Part 141 ] 

(Docket No. RM76-10] 

WEEKLY REPORT OF COAL SUPPLIES OF 
ELECTRIC UTILITIES 

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 

October 15,1974. 

Pursuant to the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act, 5 U.S.C. 553 and sections 
201, 202, 304 and 309 of the Federal 
Power Act (49 Stat. 847, 848, 855-856, 
858-859; 16 U.S.C. 824, 824a, 825c, 825h), 
the Commission gives notice it proposes 
to amend Part 141, Statements and 
Reports (Schedules) of Subchapter D, 
Chapter I of Title 18, Code of Federal 
Regulations adding a new § 141.63. The 

1 Commissioners Lee and Robinson absent. 


proposed amendment would provide for 
the weekly reporting, during the period 
November 3, 1974, through April 26, 1975, 
of coal deliveries, coal stockpiles and 
coal consumption by electric utilities to 
assist Government assessment of the 
national energy situation during the crit¬ 
ical winter and early spring months. 

Coal is the largest single energy re¬ 
source currently used for the generation 
of electricity, providing 46 percent of 
the Nation’s supply in 1973. Interrup¬ 
tions of the electric utilities’ coal supply, 
delays in deliveries, greater than antici¬ 
pated use because of deficiencies of other 
energy sources and other abnormal con¬ 
ditions can. therefore, have serious im¬ 
pacts on large regions of the country, 
involving potential reductions of electric 
energy deliveries to industry and busi¬ 
ness and resulting in adverse effects on 
the public safety. Many vital functions 
in urban and rural life are dependent 
upon an adequate and reliable electric 
power supply. 1 i 

Government agencies at the Federal, 
state and local levels are concerned with 
evaluating the impact of possible energy 
supply shortages and with formulating 
appropriate contingency plans to alle¬ 
viate their undesirable consequences. 
Because two-thirds of the Nation's coal 
production is used for electricity genera¬ 
tion, it is important for all agencies of 
Government to have accurate and timely 
information on electric utility coal stocks, 
deliveries and consumptions during a pe¬ 
riod of potential energy supply problems. 
Data are now provided on a monthly basis 
by the FPC Form 4 and Form 423 reports, 
for all fuels and all utilities, and these 


i On August 26, 1074. the Commission 
Initiated a Proposed Rulemaking To Amend 
Its Regulations Under The Federal Power Act 
Covering Emergency Actions Pursuant To sec¬ 
tion 202(c) Of The Federal Power Act, Docket 
No. RM75-3, 39 FR 31654. That Notice states. 
In part (znimeo ed., p. 4): 

The Commission recognizes Increasing Im¬ 
mediate concerns of a number of coal burning 
electrio systems as to coal supply availability. 
The forthcoming expiration of major coal 
mine labor employment contracts and the 
prospective labor negotiations Involving coal 
mining operations, make electric utility fuel 
stocks a matter of first Importance. There 
Is also the forthcoming period In which labor 
negotiations are to be conducted In the petro¬ 
leum refinery sector of the economy. The 
effects of air quality requirements under en¬ 
vironmental laws may also be relevant. Inso¬ 
far as they limit the quantities and types of 
fuel which legally may be used. See Federal 
Power Commission Bureau of Power staff re¬ 
port on Potential Effects of Air Quality Reg¬ 
ulations on the Bulk Electric Power Supply, 
FPC Press Release No. 20080. Currently, the 
Commission’s Bureau of Power Is engaged In 
a Nation-wide review of electric utility fuel 
supply matters, including potential orders of 
magnitude of electric transfers which may 
become necessary if certain fuel stock and 
electric utility operational conditions mate¬ 
rialize. • • • 

See also FPC Order No. 497-A. Issued 
April 6. 1974, Docket No. RM74-7, 39 FR 13829, 
and Order No. 497, Issued December 7. 1973, 
Docket No. RM74-7. 38 FR 34318. 
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data provide a firm reference for long¬ 
term evaluations. However, the report¬ 
ing methods and volume of data involved 
in these reports makes assembly and 
publication of the statistics impractical 
in less than 45 days for Form 4 and 75 
days for Form 423 data. 

In a possible acute energy shortage 
situation, there will be need for current 
data on a more frequent basis. The re¬ 
porting proposed by the Commission will 
meet this need through reporting of 
limited data for coal burning utility sys¬ 
tems as a whole, by telephone, telecopier, 
or comparable rapid data transmission 
methods, on a weekly basis. 

The information the Commission pro¬ 
poses to collect, as outlined in this Notice 
of Proposed Rulemaking, will be used by 
the Commission to discharge its duties 
under the Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 
791-823. The information will also be 
made available to other Federal Govern¬ 
ment agencies, to state and local govern¬ 
ment agencies and to the public. The 
Comission’s staff consulted with the per¬ 
sonnel of the Federal Energy Adminis¬ 
tration and the Department of the In¬ 
terior in the formulation of this weekly 
reporting plan and these two agencies 
have expressed a desire to receive all 
such data to be collected by the Com¬ 
mission. 

The Commission proposes to collect the 
following information from all coal burn¬ 
ing electric utilities (see Appendix A): 

1. Coal in stock Saturday midnight, 
start of reporting week; 

2. Coal delivered during the report¬ 
ing week; 

3. Coal consumption during the re¬ 
porting week; 

4. Coal in stock Saturday midnight, 
end of reporting week; 

5. Utility system net generation dur¬ 
ing reporting week; 

6. Projected coal consumption during 
week following the reporting week; and 

7. Projected coal in stock Saturday 
midnight, end of week following report¬ 
ing week. 

The Commission proposed to obtain 
this information through weekly reports 
to the FPC Regional Offices by the coal¬ 
burning utilities. The reports will be due 
by Tuesday noon. The Regional Offices 
will summarize the information for each 
region; national summaries are expected 
to be available in Washington by noon 
Wednesday. 

Appendix B * is a worksheet on which 
a utility can organize its information for 
rapid transmission to the Commission's 
appropriate Regional Office. 

This weekly reporting is not to be con¬ 
fused with, or used as a substitute for, 
reporting plant fuel emergencies on FPC 
Forms 237A and 237B. The Form 237 
reports are to be filed independently of 
the weekly utility system coal status re¬ 
ports as directed by the instructions on 
the Form, generally when plant coal 
stocks have declined below 30 days. 


• Filed as part of original document. 


The Commission finds that good cause 
exists and it is necessary and appropriate 
under the Commission’s powers in the 
Fderal Power Act, particularly section 
309 (49 Stat. 858-9; 16 U.S.C. 825h), to 
require a period for comment on this 
proposal of seven days from the date of 
issuance of the Notice. 

The proposed amendment to Part 141 
of Title 18 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions would be issued under the authority 
granted the Federal Power Commission 
by the Federal Power Act, as amended, 
particularly sections 201, 202, 304 and 
309 (49 Stat. 847, 848, 855-856. 858-S59; 
16 U.S.C. 824, 824a, 825c, 825h). A new 
§ 141.63 would be added as follows. 

§ 141.63 Weekly report of coal supplies 
of electric utilities. 

(а) Every electric utility, licensee, or 
other entity engaged in the generation of 
electric energy from coal shall report by 
Tuesday noon of each week to the ap¬ 
propriate Regional Office of the Commis¬ 
sion. by telecopier, telephone or compara¬ 
ble rapid data transmission system, dur¬ 
ing the period November 3,1974, through 
April 26, 1975, the following information 
on a utility or system basis: 

(1) Coal in stock Saturday midnight, 
start of reporting week (or other period), 
tons; 

(2) Coal deliveries during the report¬ 
ing week, tons; 

(3) Coal consumption during the re¬ 
porting week, tons; 

(4) Coal in stock Saturday midnight, 
end of reporting week, tons; 

(5) Utility system net generation dur¬ 
ing the reporting week, megawatt-hours; 

(б) Projected coal consumption during 
the week following the reporting week, 
tons; and 

(7) Projected coal stocks, Saturday 
midnight, end of the week following the 
reporting week, tons. 

Any interested person may submit to 
the Federal Power Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20426, not later than seven days 
from the date of issuance of this Notice, 
data, views, comments or suggestions, in 
writing, concerning all or part of the 
amendment proposed herein. Written 
submittals will be placed in the Com¬ 
mission's public files and will be avail¬ 
able for public inspection at the Com¬ 
mission’s Office of Public Information, 
825 North Capitol Street, NE. f Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20426, during regular busi¬ 
ness hours. The Commission will consider 
all such written submittals before acting 
on the matters herein proposed. An orig¬ 
inal and 14 conformed copies should be 
filed with the Secretary of the Commis¬ 
sion. Submittals to the Commission 
should indicate the name, title, mailing 
address and telephone number of the 
person to whom communications con¬ 
cerning the proposals should be ad¬ 
dressed, and whether the person filing 
then requests a conference with the 
Commission's staff to discuss the pro¬ 
posed amendment. The staff, in its dis¬ 
cretion, may grant or deny requests for 
a conference. 


The Secretary shall cause prompt pub¬ 
lication of this Notice to be made in the 
Federal Register. 

By Direction of the Commission. 

Mary B. Kidd, 
Acting Secretary. 
Appendix A 

ATLANTA REGIONAL OFFICE 

Tennessee Valley Authority 

Duke Power Company 

Alabama Power Company 

Carolina Power and Light Company 

Tampa Electric Company 

Virginia Electric and Power Company 

South Carolina Gas and Electric Company 

Southern Electric Generating Company 

Kentucky Utilities Company 

Gulf Power Company 

Big Rivers Electric Corporation 

South Carolina Public Service Authority 

East Kentucky Rural Electric Co-op. 

Georgia Power Company 

Alabama Electric Co-op, Inc. 

Henderson Municipal Light Department, 
Kentucky 

Mississippi Power Company 
Owensboro Municipal Utilities, Kentucky 

CHICAGO REGIONAL OFFICE 

Commonwealth Edison Company 
Detroit Edison Company 
Union Electric Company 
Public Service Company of Indiana, Inc. 
Consumers Power Company 
Dayton Power and Light Company 
Illinois Power Company 
Wisconsin Electric Power Company 
Indianapolis Power and Light Company 
Northern States Power Company 
Central Illinois Public Service Company 
Cincinnati Gas and Electric Company 
Southern Indiana Gas and Electric Company 
Electric Energy Company 
Louisville Gas and Electric Company 
Northern Indiana Public Service Company 
Commonwealth Edison Company of Indiana, 
Inc. 

Minnesota Power and Light Company 
Wisconsin Power and Light Company 
Central Illinois Light Company 
Minnkota Power Co-op. 

Dalryland Power Co-op. 

Basin Electric Power Co-op. 

Iowa Public Service Company 
Ames Electric Utility, Iowa 
Austin Utilities, Minnesota 
BlackHill8 Power & Light Company 
Cedar Falls UtlUtles, Iowa 
Central Electric Power Co-op. Missouri 
City of Independence Power & Light Depart¬ 
ment, Missouri 

City of Columbus Water & Light Plant, Mis¬ 
souri 

Columbus Division of Electricity, Ohio 
Corn Belt Power Co-op. 

Crawfords vllle Electric, Light A Power. 
Indiana 

Detroit Public Lighting Commission 
Eastern Iowa Light A Power Co-op. 
Frankfort Light A Power Department, 
Indiana 

Fremont Department of Utilities, Nebraska 
Hamilton Department of Publlo Utilities, 
Ohio 

Holland Board of Public Works, Michigan 
Hoosier Energy Division-Indiana REC, Inc. 
Interstate Power Company 
Iowa Electric Light & Power Company 
Iowa-IIlinois Gas & Electric Company 
Iowa Power A Light Company 
Iowa Southern Utilities Company 
Lake Superior District Power Company 
Lansing Board of Water & Light, Michigan 
Logansport Municipal Utilities, Indiana 
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Madison Gas & Electric Company. Wisconsin 
Manitowoc Public Utilities. Wisconsin 
Marshfield Electric & Water Department. 
Wisconsin 

Menasba Electrio & Water Utilities, Wiscon¬ 
sin 

Michigan State University 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Company 
Muscatine Power & Water Department 
Nebraska Public Power District 
New Ulm Public Utilities Commission. Min¬ 
nesota 

Northern Michigan Electric Co-op., Inc. 
Omaha Public Power District 
Otter Tall Power Company 
Peru Electric, Light 8c Power Department, 
Indiana 

piqua Municipal Power Plant, Ohio 
Richmond Power & Light Department, Indi¬ 
ana 

Rochester Public Utility Department 
Southern Illinois Power Co-op. 

Springfield Water, Light & Power Depart¬ 
ment, Illinois 
United Power Association 
Upper Peninsula Generating Company. Mich¬ 
igan 

Upper Peninsula Power Company. Michigan 
Winnetka Municipal Electric 8c Water De¬ 
partment, Illinois 

Wisconsin Public Service Corporation 
Wyandotte Municipal Service Commission, 
Michigan 

NEW YORK REGIONAL OFFICE 

Pennsylvania Electric Company 
Ohio Power Company 


Appalachian Power Company 
Pennsylvania Power and Light Company 
Ohio Edison Company 
Cleveland Electrio Illuminating Company 
West Pennsylvania Power Company 
Monongabela Power Company 
Duquesne Light Company 
Potomac Electric Power Company 
Indiana and Michigan Electric Company 
Indlana-Kentucky Electric Corporation 
Columbus and Southern Ohio Electric Com¬ 
pany 

Ohio Valley Electric Corporation 
Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation 
Cardinal Operating Company 
Central Operating Company 
Public Service Electric and Gas Company, 
New Jersey 

Toledo Edison Company 

New York State Electric and Gas Corporation 
Philadelphia Electric Company 
Kentucky Power Company 
Metropolitan Edison Company 
Atlantic City Electric Company 
Baltimore Gas and Electric Company 
Beech Bottom Power Company 
Burlington Electric Department, Vermont 
Cleveland Division of Light & Power. Ohio 
Danville Water, Gas & Electric Department, 
Virginia 

Deepwater Operating Company, New Jersey 
Delmarva Power & Light Company 
Holyoke Water Power Company 
Jamestown Board of Public Utilities, New 
York. 

Orrvllle Municipal Utilities, Ohio 

Painesvllle Electric Power Department, Ohio 


Pennsylvania Power Company 
Potomac Edison Company of Virginia 
Public Service Company of New Hampshire 
Rochester Gas & Electric Corporation 
Connecticut Light & Power Company 
Hartford Electric Light Company 
Potomac Edison Company 
UGI Corporation, Luzerne Electric Division 

FORT WORTH REGIONAL OFFICH 

Texas Power and Light Company 
Kansas City Power and Light Company 
Public Service Company of Colorado 
Associated Electric Co-op. 

Missouri Public Service Company 
Colorado-Ute Electric Association, Ino. 
Empire District Electric Company 
Public Service Company of New Mexico 
Central Telephone & Utilities Corporation. 
City Utilities of Springfield, Missouri 
City of Colorado Springs Department of Pub¬ 
lic Utilities 

Kansas City Board of Publlo Utilities, Kansas 
Kansas Gas & Electric Company 
St. Joseph Light 8c Power Company, Missouri 
Kansas Power 8c Light Company 

SAN FRANCISCO REGIONAL OFFICE 

Arizona Public Service Company 
Pacific Power and Light Company 
Utah Power and Light Company 
Southern California Edison Company 
Nevada Power Company 
Montana Power Company 
[PR Doc.74-24527 Piled 10-18-74;8:45 amj 
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Department of the Army 
CONTROL OF BLACKBIRDS 

Fort Campbell, Kentucky and Milan Army 
Ammunition Plant, Tennessee 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (c) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 ; part 1500.6e of The Council on En¬ 
vironmental Quality Guidelines issued 
on August X, 1973, The Department of the 
Army, U.S. Department of Defense, gives 
notice that an environmental impact 
statement is not being prepared for the 
Control of Blackbirds at Port Campbell, 
Kentucky and Milan Army Ammunition 
Plant. Tennessee. 

The environmental assessment of tills 
Federal action indicates that the projects 
will not create significant adverse local, 
regional or national impacts on the en¬ 
vironment and that no significant envi¬ 
ronmental controversy is associated with 
the project. As a result of these findings, 
Mr. Henry L. T. Koren, Deputy Under 
Secretary of the Army, has determined 
that the preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement is not 
needed for these projects. 

The projects concern a plan to spray a 
wetting agent on blackbird and starling 
roosts at Port Campbell and Milan Army 
Ammunition Plant during several winter 
days to reduce the estimated population 
of 14 million birds. In the event that 
other birds return to the roost in suc¬ 
ceeding years, the projects will be re¬ 
peated as required. It is estimated that 
there are over one-half billion blackbirds 
and starlings in the United States. Ac¬ 
cordingly, if these projects are totally 
successful, they will only reduce the total 
population by about two percent. These 
projects are expected to have a beneficial 
impact on the health of the people living 
on and near Fort Campbell and Milan, 
improve aviation safety at military and 
civilian airports and enhance the local 
economy by protecting local farms from 
the foraging birds. 

The environmental assessment file is 
available for inspection during regular 
working hours at the following location: 

UJS. Department of the Army 
Office of the Chief of Engineers 
Room 1E676, Pentagon 
Washington. D.C. 

No administrative action will be taken 
on implementation of the proposal until 
November 5, 1974. 

Henry L. T. Koren, 
Deputy Under Secretary 
o/ the Army . 

JFR Doc.74-24451 Filed 10-l&-74;8:45 amj 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Drug Enforcement Administration 

IMPORTATION OF CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCES 

Notice of Application 

Pursuant to section 1008 of the Con¬ 
trolled Substance Import and Export Act 
(21 U.S.C. 958(h)), the Attorney Gen¬ 
eral shall, prior to issuing a registration 
under this section to a bulk manufac¬ 
turer of a controlled substance in sched¬ 
ules I or n, and prior to issuing a regu¬ 
lation under section 1002(a) authoriz¬ 
ing the importation of such a substance, 
provide manufacturers holding registra¬ 
tions for the bulk manufacture of the 
substance an opportunity for a hearing. 

Therefore in accordance with 1311.42 
of Title 21, Code of Federal Regulations, 
notice is hereby given that on February 
28, 1974, Smith Kline & French Labora¬ 
tories, 1500 Spring Garden Street, Phil¬ 
adelphia, Pennsylvania 19101, made ap¬ 
plication to the Drug Enforcement Ad¬ 
ministration to be registered as Importer 
of Amobarbital, a basic class controlled 
substance listed in schedule n. 

Any person registered to manufacture 
Amobarbital In bulk may, on or before 
November 20, 1974 file written comments 
on or objections to the issuance of the 
proposed registration and may, at the 
same time, file written request for a 
hearing on the application (stating with 
particularity the objections or issues, if 
any, concerning which the person de¬ 
sires to be heard and a brief summary 
of his position on those objections or 
issues). 

Comments and objections may be ad¬ 
dressed to the Hearing Clerk, Office of 
Administrative Law Judge, Drug En¬ 
forcement Administration, Room 1130, 
1405 Eye Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20537. 

Dated: October 16,1974. 

John R. Bartels, Jr., 

Administrator , 

Drug Enforcement Administration. 

[FR Doc.74-24429 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 ami 


METHAQUALONE AND ITS SALTS 
Aggregate Production Quota for 1974 

Section 306 of the Controlled Sub¬ 
stances Act (21 U.S.C. 826) requires that 
the Attorney General establish aggre¬ 
gate production quotas for all controlled 
substances listed in Schedules I and n. 
This responsibility has been delegated 
to the Administrator of the Drug En¬ 
forcement Administration by 0.100 of 


Title 28 of the Code of Federal Regula¬ 
tions. The quotas are to provide adequate 
supplies of each such substance for (1) 
the estimated medical, scientific, re¬ 
search, and industrial needs of the 
United States, (2) lawful export require¬ 
ments and (3) the establishment and 
maintenance of reserve stocks. 

On July 29, 1974, the Administrator 
signed a notice of the proposed 1974 ag¬ 
gregate production quota for Methaqua- 
lone and its salts (FR Volume 39, Num¬ 
ber 149). 

All interested parties were invited to 
comment on or object to the proposed 
aggregate production quota on or before 
August 31, 1974. No objections or re¬ 
quests for hearings were received. 

Therefore, the Administrator of the 
Drug Enforcement Administration under 
the authority vested in the Attorney 
General by section 306 of the Compre¬ 
hensive Drug Abuse Prevention and 
Control Act of 1970 (21 U.S.C. 826) and 
delegated to the Administrator, Drug 
Enforcement Administration by § 0.100 
of Title 28 of the Code of Federal Reg¬ 
ulations, orders that the 1974 aggregate 
production quota for Methaqualone and 
its salts, expressed in kilograms in terms 
of its anhydrous base, be established as 
follows: 

Basic class: Cranted 1974 

Methaqualone_ 13,477.480 

All persons who submitted a 1974 in¬ 
dividual manufacturing quota or pro¬ 
curement quota application will be no¬ 
tified by mail as to their individual 
quota. 

This order is effective October 21,1974. 

Dated: October 16, 1974. 

John R. Bartels, Jr., 
Administrator , 

Drug Enforcement Administration . 

|FR Doc.74-24430 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


IMPORTATION OF CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCES 

Notice of Application 

Pursuant to section 1008 of the Con¬ 
trolled Substance Import and Export Act 
<21 U.S.C. 958(h)), the Attorney General 
shall, prior to issuing a registration un¬ 
der this section to a bulk manufacturer 
of a controlled substance in schedules I 
or n, and prior to issuing a regulation 
under section 1002(a) authorizing the 
importation of such a substance, pro¬ 
vide manufacturers holding registrations 
for the bulk manufacture of the sub¬ 
stance an opportunity for a hearing. 
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Therefore In accordance with § 1311.42 
of Title 21. Code of Federal Regulations, 
notice is hereby given that on August 31, 
1974 , Elkins-Sinn, Inc., Subsidiary of 
Medical Electroscience & Pharmaceuti¬ 
cals, 2 Esterbrook Lane, Cherry Hill, New 
Jersey 08002, made application to the 
Drug Enforcement Administration to be 
registered as Importer of Amobarbital. a 
basic class controlled substance listed in 
schedule II. 

Any person registered to manufacture 
Amobarbital in bulk may, on or before 
November 20.1974, file written comments 
on or objections to the issuance of the 
proposed registration and may. at the 
same time, file written request for a 
hearing on the application (stating with 
particularity the objections or issues, if 
any. concerning which the person desires 
to be heard and a brief summary of his 
position on those objections or issues). 

Comments and objections may be ad¬ 
dressed to the Hearing Clerk, Office of 
Administrative Law Judge. Drug En¬ 
forcement Administration, Room 1130, 
1405 Eye Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20537. 

Dated: October 16.1974. 

John R. Bartels, Jr., 

Administrator , 

Drug Enforcement Administration, 
[PR Doc.74-24477 Piled 10-18-74:8:45 ami 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

[A 8684] 

Bureau of Land Management 
ARIZONA 

Proposed Withdrawal and Reservation of 
Lands 

The Forest Service. U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, has filed an application, 
Serial No. A 8684 for withdrawal of lands 
from location and entry under the gen¬ 
eral mining laws, but not the mineral 
leasing laws, subject to existing valid 
rights. 

The Forest Service has designated 
these lands as a Research Natural Area 
to preserve the existing natural environ¬ 
ment for scientific investigation. This 
area contains virgin stands of Douglas-fir 
and Mexican white pine which are among 
the largest specimens to be found in the 
Southwest. Any mining activity would 
adversely affect its usefulness for scien¬ 
tific purposes. 

On or before November 20, 1974, all 
persons who wish to submit comments, 
suggestions, or objections in connection 
with the proposed withdrawal may pre¬ 
sent their views in writing to the under¬ 
signed officer of the Bureau of Land 
Management, Department of the In¬ 
terior, 3022 Federal Building, Phoenix, 
Arizona 85025. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice will 
be sent to each Interested party of record. 


NOTICES 

The lands involved in this application 
are as follows: 

Gila and Salt River Meridian, Arizona 

CORONADO NATIONAL FOREST 

Goudy Canyon, Research Natural Area 

Beginning at a point from which the 
Webb Peak Trlangulatlon Station bears N. 
89*32'03" E. t 4,360.94'; thence N. 44*45' W., 
1,070.09'; thence N. 06*47' W., 627.04'; thenoe 
N. 32*58' W.. 325.59'; thence S. 89*30' W.. 
279.39'; thence S. 19*38' W.. 771.86'; thence 
8. 49*27' W.. 840.67'; thence S. 76*40' W.. 
2,143.79'; thence S. 20*59' W., 4,860.16'; 
thence S. 02*06' E.. 896.89'; thence S. 48*46'; 
E.. 1,199.12'; thence N. 80*22' E.. 2,506.74'; 
thence N. 14*20' E.. 3,915.43'; thence N. 
37*41' E., 2,685.98' to the point of beginning. 

This tract, when surveyed, will probably 
be located within sections 25. 35, and 36. 
Township 8 S., Range 23 East, and section 30, 
Township 8 South, Range 24 East. 

The area as described contains ap¬ 
proximately 560.00 acres in Graham 
County. 

Edward F. Spang, 
Acting State Director . 
October 8, 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-24398 Filed 10-18-74; 8:45 am] 


Fish and Wildlife Service 

COYOTE DAMAGE CONTROL; SHEEP 
AND GOATS 

Report on Emergency Use of M-44 Devices 
During June and July 

Notice is hereby given on the emer¬ 
gency use of M-44 devices by the Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior's operational preda¬ 
tor damage control program, during the 
months of June and July, under the ex¬ 
perimental use permit (No. 6704-EXP- 
6G) issued by the Environmental Pro¬ 
tection Agency pursuant to section 5 of 
the Federal Insec ticide , Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as amended 
(7 U.S.C. §§ 135-135k), and in accord¬ 
ance with 40 CFR. Part 162.19, as 
promulgated in the Federal Register on 
January 31, 1974 (39 FR 3939). 

June 1974 

During the month of June, the emer¬ 
gency use of M—44’s was approved as fol¬ 
lows: up to 35 M-^4’s to protect 80 sheep 
on one ranch in San Miguel and Harding 
Counties. New Mexico; up to 114 M-44's 
to protect 5,392 sheep and goats on nine 
ranches in Burnet, Guadalupe. Gillespie, 
Bexar, and Bandera Comities, Texas; up 
to 8 M-44’s to protect 75 sheep on one 
ranch in Yamhill County, Oregon; and 
up to 75 M-44’s to protect 2,393 sheep 
on two ranches in Bighorn and Stillwater 
Counties, Montana. 

July 1974 

During the month of July, the emer¬ 
gency use of M-44's was approved as fol¬ 
lows: up to 240 M-44*s to protect 5,997 
sheep and goats on five ranches in Lin¬ 
coln. McKinley. Valencia, and Harding 
Counties. New Mexico; up to 38 M-44‘s 
to protect 632 sheep and game on five 
ranches in Yamhill and Marion Counties, 
Oregon; and up to 571 M-44's to protect 
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24,013 sheep and goats on 40 ranches in 
Kendall, Bexar, Blanco, Hidalgo. Bur¬ 
net, Llano, Erath, Palo Pinto, Borden, 
Williamson, Howard, Guadalupe, and 
Taylor Counties, Texas. 

All of the above use of M-44 devices as 
a supplemental tool to attempt to resolve 
coyote depredation damage to sheep and 
goats was conducted by trained Service 
personnel in accordance with the Proce¬ 
dure for Advance Identification and Ap¬ 
proval of Areas for the Possible Emer¬ 
gency Use of Sodium Cyanide Delivered 
by the M-44 Device for the Control of 
Depredating Canids, as it appears in the 
Federal Register, Volume 39, No. 120— 
Thursday, June 20, 1974. 

F. V. Schmidt, 

Acting Director . U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service . 

(FR Doc.74-24405 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 ami 


Office of Healings and Appeals 
[Docket No. M 75-39) 

CARBON FUEL CO. 

Petition for Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Notice is hereby given that in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 301(c) 
of the Federal Coal Mine Health and 
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. section 861 
(c) (1970), Carbon Fuel Company has 
filed a petition to modify the applica¬ 
tion of 30 CFR 75.1405 to its Mine No. 6. 
Kanawha County, West Virginia. 

30 CFR 75.1405 provides: 

All haulage equipment acquired by an op¬ 
erator of a coal mine on or after March 30. 
1971, shall be equipped with automatic cou¬ 
plers which couple by Impact and uncouple 
without the necessity of persons going be¬ 
tween the ends of such equipment. All haul¬ 
age equipment without automatic couplers 
in use in a mine on March 30. 1970, shall 
also be so equipped within 4 years after 
March 30, 1970. 

To be read concurrently with 30 CFR 
75.1405 is 30 CFR 75.1405-1 which pro¬ 
vides: 

The requirement of fi 75.1405 with respect 
to automatic couplers applies only to track 
haulage cars which are regularly coupled 
and uncoupled. 

In support of its petition. Petitioner 
states: 

1. Petitioner's No. 6 Mine was devel¬ 
oped in the number five block coal bed 
in 1954. The mine is a drift mine with 
the main portal and operating head¬ 
quarters located near the town of Wini- 
frede, Kanawha County, West Virginia. 

2. The mine employs approximately 
100 wage employees who are members 
of Local Union No. 2236 of District 17 
of the United Mine Workers of America. 

3. The mine currently produces ap^ 
proximately 1.000 tons of coal per day on 
two coal producing shifts with two oper¬ 
ating sections. Mining is accomplished 
by conventional equipment, that is cut¬ 
ting machines, loading machines, shut¬ 
tle cars, rock and coal drills, etc. 
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4. The mine cars in use at this mine 
are all rotary dumping cars. Mine cars 
are delivered to each operating section 
in the mine in strings of ten to thirty 
cars. At each operating section, the string 
of mine cars are affixed to a stationary 
car spotter device which is electrically 
and hydraulically operated and which 
is used to position each mine car under 
the dump for loading. After a string 
of mine cars is loaded, it is transported 
by two electric locomotives over a rail 
haulage system to the outside of the mine 
where each mine car is dumped at a 
rotary dump. The mine cars are not un¬ 
coupled while being dumped at the rotary 
dump. 

5. Approximately 200 mine cars are 
used at Petitioner’s mine. The mine cars 
are identical but their ages vary from 
10 to 25 years. The mine cars are 
equipped with standard link and pin 
coupling devices. 

6. Petitioner has caused an investiga¬ 
tion to be made and has determined that 
application of the above-quoted manda¬ 
tory health and safety standard at Peti¬ 
tioner's mine would result in a diminu¬ 
tion of safety to the miners in the mine. 
Petitioner’s investigation resulted in an 
alternate method which better accom¬ 
plishes the purposes sought to be 
achieved by such standard, and at all 
times guarantees no less than the same 
measure of protection that would be af¬ 
forded by the application of such stand¬ 
ard. Such alternate method is as follows: 

(a) All mine cars in use at Petitioner’s 
mine will be coupled together in several 
strings using pin and link coupling. Each 
pin will be fixed in a coupled position 
by use of an appropriate device so that 
the mine cars in each string will remain 
coupled together. The end mine car in 
each string will be fitted with a coupling 
lever designed to permit a worker to lift 
or drop the pin through the car bumper 
without positioning himself between the 
ends of the units being coupled or 
uncoupled. 

(b) Petitioner will issue coupling 
hooks to workers who couple strings of 
mine cars to other haulage units. Cou¬ 
pling hooks will be used to position the 
link, so that a pin may be dropped into 
position to couple two haulage units by 
use of the aforesaid lever without the 
worker going between the ends of the 
units being coupled. 

(c) Mine cars will be coupled together 
in strings consisting of approximately 
10 cars each, or such other number as 
becomes more practical, with each mine 
car in a string of mine cars coupled to¬ 
gether by a fixed pin and with a coupling 
lever placed on the end mine cars in 
each string. 

(d) Petitioner will train and instruct 
all employees at its mine in the proper 
operation and use of the coupling levers 
and coupling hooks. Their proper use 
will be a mandatory requirement for cou¬ 
pling and uncoupling all haulage units 
at its mine and such training and in¬ 
struction shall be reviewed periodically 
with all employees. 

7. The alternate method set forth 
hereinabove will provide no less than the 


same measure of protection to miners at 
Petitioner’s No. 6 mine than that sought 
to be afforded by 30 CFR 75.1405 and 
75.1405-1. 

8. No imminent danger is presently 
involved. Petitioner proposes its alternate 
method as a safer method than automatic 
couplers. Petitioner is in the process of 
installing a prototype of a string of cars 
and coupling hooks as described above. 

Persons interested in this petition may 
request a hearing on the petition or fur¬ 
nish comments by November 20, 1974. 
Such requests or comments must be filed 
with the Office of Hearings and Appeals, 
Hearings Division, U.S. Department of 
the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boulevard, 
Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies of the 
petition are available for inspection *+ 
that address. 

Newton Frishberg, 

Acting Director , Office of 
Hearings and Appeals. 

October 10, 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-24462 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. M 75-33] 

CONSOLIDATION COAL CO. 

Petition for Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Notice is hereby given that in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 301(c) 
of the Federal Coal Mine Health and 
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. Section 861 
(c) (1970), Consolidation Coal Company 
has filed a petition to modify the appli¬ 
cation of 30 CFR 75.1405 to its Oak Park 
No. 7 Mine, Cadiz Township, Harrison 
Coun ty, O hio. 

30 CFR 75.1405 provides: 

All haulage equipment acquired by an op¬ 
erator of a coal mine on or after March 30, 
1971, shall be equipped with automatic cou¬ 
plers which couple by Impact and uncouple 
without the necessity of persons going be¬ 
tween the ends of such equipment. All haul¬ 
age equipment without automatic couplers 
in use In a mine on March 30, 1970, shall 
also be so equipped within 4 years after 
March 30. 1970. 

To be read concurrently with 75.1405 is 
30 CFR 75.1405-1 which provides: 

The requirement of 75.1405 with respect to 
automatic couplers applies only to track 
haulage cars which are regularly coupled 
and uncoupled. 

In support of its petition. Petitioner 

(1) On July 19,1974, Notice No. 1 W.G. 
was issued citing a violation of 75.1405. 
The enforcement of tills section will re¬ 
sult in a diminution of safety to the min¬ 
ers in Petitioner’s mine. 

(2) Petitioner’s mine does not employ 
a track coal haulage system, but rather, 
a belt coal haulage system. Track is used 
for supplies and personnel transport only. 
Virtually all of Petitioner’s supply cars 
in its mine are “ rubber/rail” cars 
equipped with retractable rubber wheels 
which enable them to be used both on and 
off track. 

(3) Because of the exclusive use of a 
belt-conveyor system to transport coal, 
Petitioner’s mine is characterized by en¬ 


tries having a relatively tighter and nar¬ 
rower radius of horizontal curve and by 
bottom grades which are more pro¬ 
nounced and undulating than mines us¬ 
ing track haulage to transport coal. The 
uneven bottom contours, tight horizontal 
curves and the fixed position of the en¬ 
gaged rubber wheels on “rubber/rail” 
cars traveling off-track distort the hori¬ 
zontal and vertical alignment needed for 
reliable functioning of automatic cou¬ 
plers and excessive wear to, and/or jam¬ 
ming of, such couplers. 

(4) The cumulative effect of the fore¬ 
going characteristics on automatic cou¬ 
plers is to make them susceptible to 
accidental uncoupling, to reduce their 
reliability, and consequently to greatly 
increase the probability of derailments. 

(5) Moreover, the “rubber/rail” cars 
have limited maneuverability off track 
because of the fixed position of the wheels 
and the use of automatic couplers on 
these cars would in almost every instance 
require miners to position themselves be¬ 
tween vehicles in order to effect the 
alignment for coupling. 

(6) The “rubber/rail” cars currently 
in use at Petitioner’s mine are equipped 
with link-and-pin couplers. 

(7) Because of the foregoing facts, in¬ 
stallation of automatic couplers on all 
equipment used on track in Petitioner’s 
mine would diminish safety to the miners 
and, in fact, create hazards or the risk of 
hazards to the miners not now present. 

(8) Modification of this mandatory 
safety standard to allow Petitioner to 
continue to use link-and-pin couplers on 
its track equipment will at all times 
guarantee no less than the same measure 
of protection and, for the foregoing rea¬ 
sons, will provide increased safety' and 
protection to the miners. 

Persons interested in this petition may 
request a hearing on the petition or fur¬ 
nish comments by November 20, 1974. 
Such requests or comments must be filed 
with the Office of Hearings and Appeals, 
Hearings Division, U.S. Department of 
the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boulevard, Ar¬ 
lington, Virginia 22203. Copies of the 
petition are available for inspection at 
that address. 

Newton Frishberg, 
Acting Director, Office of 
Hearings and Appeals. 

October 10, 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-24464 Filed 10-18-74;8.45 am] 


(Docket No. M 75-0[ 

HARMAN MINING CORP. 

Petition for Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Notice is hereby given that in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of section 301 (c) 
of the Federal Coal Mine Health and 
Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. section 861 
(c) (1970), Harman Mining Corporation 
has filed a petition to modify the appli¬ 
cation of 30 CFR 75.1405 to its Mine No. 
3, Buchanan County, Virginia. 

30 CFR 75.1405 provides: 

All haulage equipment acquired by 
operator of a coal mine on or after March a • 
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1971 , shall be equipped with automatic 
couplers which couple by Impact and un¬ 
couple without the necessity or persons going 
between the ends of such equipment. All 
haulage equipment without automatic 
couplers In use In a mine on March 30. 1970, 
shall also be so equipped within 4 years after 
March 30, 1970. 

To be read concurrently with 75.1405 is 
30 CFR 75.1405-1 which provides: 

The requirement of I 75.1405 with respect 
to automatic couplers applies only to track 
haulage cars which are regularly coupled and 

uncoupled. 

In support of its petition. Petitioner 

states: 

The subject mine has been in continu¬ 
ous operation since 1938. It was bought 
by the Petitioner in 1955. Petitioner, due 
to the age of the mine, must continually 
perform considerable maintenance work 
to merely maintain the mine in its pres¬ 
ent condition and particularly the main 
haulage. A continuous track repair and 
maintenance program is engaged in by 
a six man crew. 

The mine currently employs approxi¬ 
mately 125 wage employees who are rep¬ 
resented in collective bargaining by the 
United Mine Workers of America Inter¬ 
national Union and belong to Local 
Union No. 7025 in District 29 of that 
Union. 

The coal seam being mined is the 
Splashdam seam which averages about 
60 inches in thickness. At the present 
time the mine produces about 800 tons 
per day utilizing a two-production shift 
and one maintenance shift operation. 
Mining is performed by the conventional 
mining method, that Is, cutting ma¬ 
chines, loaders, shuttle cars, etc. The 
mined coal from each operating section is 
dumped by shuttle cars into the mine 
haulage cars, which are then pulled by 
electric locomotive over a rail haulage 
system to the outside of the mine for 
dumping. 

The mine cars used for hauling coal 
and supplies are four wheel, four-ton 
rotary dump cars. These coal haulage 
cars are now delivered to each operating 
section In strings of 15 to 23 cars. At the 
loading point where the shuttle cars dis¬ 
charge coal Into the mine cars, the front 
car is hooked onto a cable which is affixed 
to a car spotting hoist which is electri¬ 
cally operated and which is used to posi¬ 
tion the cars in turn for loading. Once 
loaded, the mine cars are then hauled by 
electric locomotive to the outside rotary 
dump where, without being uncoupled, 
they are pulled through the rotary dump; 
and cars are automatically dumped as the 
car is positioned over the dumping 
station. 

There are currently at this mine ap¬ 
proximately 300 mine cars. These are 
manufactured by Enterprise Company of 
Huntington. West Virginia and their ages 
vary from 7 to 12 years, representing the 
capital expenditures for addition or re¬ 
placement over the years. All of the mine 
cars are fitted with standard pin and 
link coupling devices. 

Investigation of the possibility of In¬ 
stallation of automatic couplers on the 
coal cars has been conducted, but serious 


safety problems have been presented 
which suggest a diminution of safety over 
the present method. Many of the haul¬ 
ageway rail switches leading from the 
main line into the working areas of the 
mine were installed when the mine was 
first being developed and are of shorter 
radius than those which would be needed 
to accommodate cars joined together 
with automatic couplers. These switches 
cannot be replaced with wider-radius 
switches without removing portions of 
the adjacent coal pillars which help pro¬ 
vide roof support. 

In recent weeks mine management has 
become aware of the existence of an 
alternate method which does not possess 
the disadvantages of the automatic 
coupler and which achieves the same 
measure of protection to miners sought 
to be achieved by use of the automatic 
coupler. (See March 14, 1974, decision 
by Administrative Law Judge Kennedy 
in Docket No. M 74-22). 

It is Petitioner’s understanding that 
the Mining Enforcement and Safety Ad¬ 
ministration has further interpreted the 
phrase “regularly coupled and un¬ 
coupled” as excluding mine cars which 
are coupled together by pin and link ar¬ 
rangements provided the pin. when in 
coupling position, is secured by a suit¬ 
able lock pin, nut or other locking device 
so that the cars thus coupled cannot be 
uncoupled simply by lifting the pin. Thus 
a string of coal cars which have been 
coupled together by link and fixed pin 
arrangement are not required to have 
automatic couplers except on the end of 
the exterior car of the string which is 
from time to time (Irregularly) coupled 
to some other piece of haulage equip¬ 
ment. This interpretation has not been 
published. 

Petitioner submits that the applica¬ 
tion of the foregoing provision of the Act 
and the foregoing regulations and inter¬ 
pretations, if applied to Petitioner's mine, 
would result in a diminution of safety 
over the present system in effect. Beyond 
this, however, in order to better achieve 
the purposes sought to be achieved by 
the Act and regulations and thus to pro¬ 
vide a standard which provides a better 
measure of protection to the miners in 
said mine. Petitioner proposes an alter¬ 
nate method, as set forth hereinafter. 

ALTERNATE METHOD 

Approval of tills alternate system as a 
satisfactory replacement of the standard 
which otherwise would become effective 
in mandating automatic couplers on 
mine cars at this mine is subject to the 
following understandings and conditions 
which are Incorporated as parts of the 
alternate system: 

A. All cars in use at the captioned 
mine for transporting coal and supplies 
will be coupled together in units or 
strings of cars using pin and link cou¬ 
plings and each pin will be fixed in posi¬ 
tion by welding a stop on the mine car 
to prevent the link form being disen¬ 
gaged. The coupling end of all haulage 
electric locomotives and the rear end 
of the last car of each string will be fitted 
with a coupling lever so designed as to 


permit an employee to lift or drop the 
pin through the car bumper to secure or 
release a link that has been inserted from 
another haulage unit and to do this with¬ 
out the necessity of positioning himself 
between the units being coupled or un¬ 
coupled. If it becomes necessary in the 
coupling operation to position the link, 
this also will be done without the em¬ 
ployee positioning himself between the 
units—he will effectuate this alignment 
by using a specially designed hand link 
aligner tool which shall be part of the 
equipment on all haulage crews. The 
front end of the haulage locomotives 
(that is the end opposite the deck end) 
will be fitted with similar coupling levers. 

It is presently planned that all mine 
car units or strings will consist of five 
cars. However, in the event it becomes 
more practical to combine cars into 
strings of more or less than five cars, each 
string of cars will nevertheless meet the 
specifications of fixed pin on all coal 
haulage cars and coupling lever on the 
rear car. 

B. All employees at the captioned mine 
will be trained and instructed in the 
proper operation and use of the coupling 
levers and the hand link aligners and 
their proper use will be mandatory re¬ 
quirements for coupling and uncoupling 
of all mine car coal haulage units at this 
mine. More specifically in this regard: 

(1) All present employees at this mine 
will, by August 15, 1974, be instructed on 
the function and use of the coupling lever 
and hand link aligners. 

(2) Thereafter, any new employee 
hired at this mine will be given instruc¬ 
tion on the function and use of the cou¬ 
pling lever and hand link aligners as part 
of his orientation before he commences 
actual work. 

(3) This instruction of all employees 
will again be repeated at six month in¬ 
tervals. The first such re-instruction 
shall be given during the first five work 
days In February. 1975, the next during 
the first five work days in August, 1975, 
etc. Employees absent from work during 
these periods will be re-instructed within 
the first five work days after they return 
to work. 

(4) The company will maintain a per¬ 
manent record of the names and dates 
when each mine employee received this 
instruction and re-instruction. 

(5) The requirement that, upon con¬ 
version of coal haulage mine cars at 
this mine, coupling and uncoupling be 
done by means of coupling levers and 
hand link aligners shall be a mandatory 
safety rule at this mine and a notice to 
this effect shall be posted on the regular 
company and union bulletin boards at the 
mine. 

(6) For the period August 15. 1974 
through February 15, 1975, as each elec¬ 
tric haulage locomotive and as each mul¬ 
tiple mine car unit is converted and 
placed into operation, such locomotive 
and multiple car unit will be subject to 
the modified standard set forth in this 
petition and such haulage locomotive or 
multiple car units will only be coupled 
and uncoupled by use of the coupling 
lever and hand link aligner in accordance 
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with the modified standard. Effective 
February 15, 1975, all electric haulage 
locomotives and all multiple mine car 
units in operation at this mine must have 
been converted and the modified stand¬ 
ard will become fully operative except as 
an extension of time has been provided 
by stipulation of all the parties or by 
order of an administrative law judge of 
the Interior Department Office of Hear¬ 
ings and Appeals. In the event shortages 
and/or unavailability of materials or 
other conditions beyond the control of 
management prevent completion of full 
conversion by February 15,1975, the peti¬ 
tioner will endeavor to arrange by stipu¬ 
lation with the other parties for a mu¬ 
tually agreeable period of extension. Fail¬ 
ing such agreement the petitioner may 
request from the Office of Hearings and 
Appeals the assignment of an adminis¬ 
trative law Judge and conduct of a hear¬ 
ing for the purpose of determining 
whether an extension of time should be 
granted and, if granted, the duration of 
such extension. The parties by stipula¬ 
tion, or the assigned administrative law 
Judge by order following notice to all 
parties and conduct of hearing, shall 
have authority to provide for an appro¬ 
priate extension if the circumstances 
make it reasonable to do so. 

Safety Considerations 

The alternate method set forth above 
will provide no less than the same 
measure of protection to miners at the 
Harman Mining Corporation. Mine No. 3 
mine than that sought to be afforded by 
section 314(f) of the Act and Interior 
Department Regulations 30 CFR 75.1405 
and 75.1405-1. Under the circumstances 
at this mine it will actually provide 
greater protection and thus avoid the 
diminution of safety that would result 
if automatic couplers were used. This is 
because: 

1. Automatic couplers lack the flexibil¬ 
ity of permitting mine cars to negotiate 
some of the rail curves in this mine. If 
this were attempted the result would be 
derailments with possible roof falls and 
other sources of Injury to mine person¬ 
nel. The radii of these rail curves cannot 
be enlarged without removing some of 
the coal from the adjacent pillars which 
would reduce the protection from roof 
falls, a most serious and over-riding 
cause of concern in underground coal, 
mines. 

2. Any modification of the present mine 
cars with automatic couplers would have 
to be accomplished by affixing coupler 
units to the bumpers of the present cars. 
The point where such couplers are af¬ 
fixed to the present chassis would be 
subject to severe strain and stress that 
would be much more likely to cause cou¬ 
pling misalignment and failure than in 
the case of the pin-link arrangement or 
in the case of new car units where the 
automatic coupler has been designed as 
part of the car chassis. The prospect of 
derailments and runaway cars, with the 
attendant dangers to employees, is less 
likely if pin and link couplings were used. 

3. The type of mine car, particularly 
under the haulage layout at this mine, 
requires a much more flexible coupler 


arrangement than is possible with the 
relatively rigid automatic couplers, pos¬ 
ing the danger of derailments and run¬ 
away cars. The coupling arrangement 
proposed in this alternate system, involv¬ 
ing the flexible pin and link coupling, 
with safeguards, provides a much safer 
operation. 

4. No imminent danger is presently in¬ 
volved. Petitioner proposes his alternate 
method in the sincere conviction that it 
provides a safer method than the use of 
automatic couplers. 

Persons interested in this petition may 
request a hearing on the petition or fur¬ 
nish comments by November 20, 1974. 
Such requests or comments must be filed 
with the Office of Hearings and Appeals, 
Hearings Division, U.S. Department of 
the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boulevard, 
Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies of the 
petition are available for inspection at 
that address. 

Newton Frishberg, 

Acting Director , Office of 
Hearings and Appeals. 

October 10, 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-24457 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. M 75-9J 

PRICE COAL CO. 

Petition for Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Notice is hereby given that in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of section 
301(0 of the Federal Coal Mine Health 
and Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. section 
861(c) (1970), Price Coal Company has 
filed a petition to modify the application 
of 30 CFR 77.1605(k) to its No. 2 Strip 
and Auger Mine, Campbell County, Ten¬ 
nessee. 

30 CFR 77.1605(k) provides: 

Berms or guards shall be provided on the 
outer bank of elevated roadways. 

In support of its petition, Petitioner 
proposes the following alternate method 
which provides: 

(1) Requirements pertaining to maxi¬ 
mum speeds will be posted on large 
clearly visible signs along the road. 

(2) Warning signs shall be posted 
designating where trucks should shift to 
a lower gear. 

(3) Signs shall also be posted desig¬ 
nating no passing zones. 

(4) Petitioner submits that the alter¬ 
nate method will provide no less than the 
same measure of protection afforded by 
the mandatory safety standard. 

Persons interested in this petition may 
request a hearing on the petition or 
furnish comments by November 20, 1974. 
Such requests or comments must be filed 
with the Office of Hearings and Appeals, 
Hearings Division, U.S. Department of 
the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boulevard, 
Arlington, Virginia 22203. Copies of the 
petition are available for inspection at 
that address. 

Newton Frishberg, 

Acting Director , Office of 
Hearings and Appeals. 

October 10, 1974. 

[FR Doc.74-24466 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


{Docket No. M 75-13] 

RICHLAND COAL CO. 

Petition for Modification of Application of 
Mandatory Safety Standard 

Notice is hereby given that in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of section 
301(c) of the Federal Coal Mine Health 
and Safety Act of 1969, 30 U.S.C. section 
861(c) (1970), Richland Coal Company, 
Inc. has filed a petition to modify the 
application of 30 CFR 75.1405 to its 
Eureka No. 35 Mine, South Fork, Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

30 CFR 75.1405 provides: 

All haulage equipment acquired by an 
operator of a cool mine on or after March 
30, 1971, shall be equipped with automatic 
couplers which couple by impact and un¬ 
couple without the necessity of persons go¬ 
ing between the ends of such equipment. All 
haulage equipment without automatic 
couplers In use In a mine on March 30. 1970, 
shall also be *o equipped within 4 years 
after March 30, 1970. 

In support of its petition, Petitioner 
states: 

(1) Petitioner requests approval of a 
plan to modify supply cars in Petitioner’s 
mine. Cars subject to the proposed modi¬ 
fication are small two-ton cars of an ex¬ 
tremely old manufacture. There are no 
automatic couplers available which could 
be installed on these cars. 

(2) Due to the nature of the grade, the 
haulage distances in the mine, and the 
age of the cars, serious problems are in¬ 
volved in the conversion of these cars. 

(3) Petitioner’s current coupling 
procedure includes a coupling pin at¬ 
tached to a lever which extends to the 
side of the car. The pin remains in the 
hole in the bumper, thus making it un¬ 
necessary for personnel to be between 
cars to handle the pin. The link end of 
the coupler has a rod permanently at¬ 
tached to the coupling link of the con¬ 
necting car. This rod extends out to the 
side of the car so that it is unnecessary 
for personnel to be between the cars. Cars 
can be coupled and uncoupled with these 
rods with adequate clearance and safety 
of the employee. The motorman can 
maneuver the coupling link to the 
bumper of the locomotive by said rod 
while remaining in his locomotive. 

(4) The cars which are the subject of 
this petition have been in use for several 
years and no accidents involving person¬ 
nel have occurred. 

Safety Considerations 

(1) The foregoing plan was instituted 
in a pilot project on one car in order 
to determine its efficacy. Results gath¬ 
ered from tests and the pilot project in¬ 
dicated that outstanding’ protection is 
afforded employees. The safety of the 
system is indicated conclusively by the 
fact that no employee is required to place 
any part of his body between any cars 
during coupling or uncoupling. 

(2) All personnel operating cars which 
are the subject of this petition are pro¬ 
vided with training and safety orienta¬ 
tion. 

The petition is supported by schematic 
drawings detailing the alternate method. 

Persons interested in this petition may 
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request a healing on the petition or fur¬ 
nish comments by November 20, 1974. 
Such requests or comments must be filed 
frith the Office of Hearings and Appeals, 
Hearings Division, U.S. Department of 
the Interior, 4015 Wilson Boulevard, Ar¬ 
lington, Virginia 22203. Copies of the pe¬ 
tition are available for inspection at that 
address. 

Newton Frishberc, 

Acting Director , Office of 
Hearings and Appeals. 

October 10, 1974. 

I PR Doc .74—24465 Piled 10-18-74;8:46 ami 


National Park Service 
CAPE COD NATIONAL SEASHORE 
Intention to Negotiate Concession Contract 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 5 
of the Act of October 9, 1965 (79 Stat. 
$69; 16 U.S.C. 20), public notice is here¬ 
by given that thirty (30) days after the 
date of publication of this notice, the 
Department of the Interior, through the 
Director of the National Park Service, 
proposes to negotiate a concession con¬ 
tract with the Town of Truro, Massa¬ 
chusetts. authorizing it to provide con¬ 
cession facilities and services for the 
public at Truro, Massachusetts. Cape 
Cod National Seashore for a period of 
five (5) years from January 1, 1974, 
through December 31,1978. 

An assessment of the environmental 
impact of this proposed action has been 
made and it has been determined that 
it will not significantly affect the quality 
of the human environment, and that it 
Is not a major Federal action under the 
National Environmental Policy Act and 
the guidelines of the Council on Envi¬ 
ronmental Quality. The environmental 
assessment may be reviewed in the office 
of the superintendent, Cape Cod Na¬ 
tional Seashore,' South Wellfleet, Massa¬ 
chusetts 02663. 

The foregoing concessioner has per¬ 
formed its obligations under the expired 
contract to the satisfaction of the Na¬ 
tional Park Service, and therefore, pur¬ 
suant to the Act cited above, is entitled 
w be given preference in the renewal of 
the contract and in the negotiation of a 
new contract. However, under che Act 
cited above, the Secretary is also re¬ 
quired to consider and evaluate all pro¬ 
posals received as a result of this no¬ 
tice. Any proposal to be considered and 
evaluated must be submitted on or be- 
iore November 20, 1974 . 

Interested parties should contact the 
Assistant Director, Concessions Man- 
National Park Service, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20240, for information as to 
jne requirements of the proposed 
contract. 

Dated: October 10.1974. 

Joe Brown, 

Acting Associate Director, 
National Park Service . 

(PR Doc.74-24404 Piled 10-18-74:8:46 am] 


GEORGE WASHINGTON BIRTHPLACE 
NATIONAL MONUMENT 

Intention to Issue Concession Permit 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 5 
of the Act of October 9, 1965 (79 Stat. 
969; 16 U.S.C. 20), public notice is hereby 
given that thirty (30) days after the 
date of publication of this notice, the 
Department of the Interior, through the 
Superintendent, George Washington 
Birthplace National Monument proposes 
to issue a concession permit to The 
Wakefield National Memorial Associa¬ 
tion authorizing it to provide concession 
facilities and services for the public at 
George Washington Birthplace for a 
period of five years from January 1, 
1975 through December 31, 1979. 

An assessment of the environmental 
impact of this proposed action has been 
made and it has been determined that 
it will not significantly affect the quality 
of the human environment, and that it 
is not a major Federal action under the 
National Environmental Policy Act and 
the guidelines of the Council on Environ¬ 
mental Quality. The environmental as¬ 
sessment may be reviewed in the Re¬ 
gional Office, 143 South Third Street. 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106. 

The foregoing concessioner has per¬ 
formed its obligations under the expired 
permit to the satisfaction of the National 
Park Service, and therefore, pursuant to 
the Act cited above, is entitled to be given 
preference in the renewal of the permit 
and in the negotiation of a new contract. 
However, under the Act cited above, the 
Secretary is also required to consider and 
evaluate all proposals received as a re¬ 
sult of this notice. Any proposal to be 
considered and evaluated must be sub¬ 
mitted on or before November 20, 1974. 

Interested parties should contact the 
Superintendent, George Washington 
Birthplace National Monument for in¬ 
formation as to the requirements of the 
proposed permit. 

Don R. Thompson, 
Superintendent. 

September 27, 1974. 

(PR Doc.74-24408 Filed IO-18-74;8:46 am] 


GREAT SMOKY MOUNTAINS NATIONAL 
PARK 

Intention to Issue a Concession Permit 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
5, of the Act of October 9. 1965 (79 Stat. 
969; 16 U.S.C. 20), public notice is here¬ 
by given that thirty (30) days after the 
date of publication of this notice, the 
Department of the Interior, through the 
Superintendent. Great Smoky Moun¬ 
tains National Park, proposes to issue a 
concession permit to Cherokee Boys Club, 
Inc., authorizing it to provide concession 
facilities and services for the public at 
Great Smoky Mountains National Park 
for a period of 5 years from January 1, 
1975, through December 31, 1979. 

An assessment of the environmental 
impact of this proposed action has been 


made and it has been determined that 
it will not significantly affect the quality 
of tile human environment, and that it 
is not a major Federal action under the 
National Environmental Policy Act and 
the guidelines of the Council on Environ¬ 
mental Quality. The environmental as¬ 
sessment may be reviewed in the Office 
of the Superintendent, Great Smoky 
Mountains National Park. 

The foregoing concessioner has per¬ 
formed its obligations under a prior per¬ 
mit to the satisfaction of the National 
Park Service and, therefore, pursuant to 
the Act cited above, is entitled to be given 
preference In the renewal of the permit 
and in the negotiation of a new permit. 
However, under the Act cited above, 
the National Park Service is also required 
to consider and evaluate all proposals re¬ 
ceived as a result of this notice. Any 
proposal to be considered and evaluated 
must be submitted on or before Novem¬ 
ber 20, 1974. 

Interested parties should contact the 
Superintendent, Great Smoky Mountains 
National Park, Gatlinburg, Tennessee 
37738, for information as to the require¬ 
ments of the proposed permit. 

Dated: September 17, 1974. 

James L. Bainbridge, 

Acting Regional Director, 
Southeast Region. 

(PR Doc.74 24400 Piled 10-18-74; 8:45 am] 


GREAT SMOKY MOUNTAINS NATIONAL 
PARK 

Intention To Issue a Concession Permit 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 5, 
of the Act of October 9, 1965 (79 Stat. 
969; 16 U.S.C. 20), public notice is hereby 
given .that thirty (30) days after the 
date of publication of this notice, the 
Department of the Interior, through the 
Superintendent, Great Smoky Mountains 
National Park, proposes to issue a con¬ 
cession permit to Cades Cove Riding Sta¬ 
bles, Inc., authorizing it to provide con¬ 
cession facilities and services for the pub¬ 
lic at Great Smoky Mountains National 
Park for a period of 5 years from Janu¬ 
ary 1, 1975, through December 31. 1979. 

An assessment of the environmental 
impact of this proposed action has been 
made and it has been determined that it 
will not significantly affect the quality of 
the human environment, and that it is 
not a major Federal action under the 
National Environmental Policy Act and 
the guidelines of the Council on Envi¬ 
ronmental Quality. The environmental 
assessment may be reviewed in the Office 
of the Superintendent, Great Smoky 
Mountains National Park. 

The foregoing concessioner has per¬ 
formed its obligations under a prior per¬ 
mit to the satisfaction of the National 
Park Service and. therefore, pursuant to 
the Act cited above, is entitled to be 
given preference in the renewal of the 
permit and In the negotiation of a new 
permit. However, under the Act cited 
above, the National Park Service is also 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 204—MONDAY, OCTOBER 21, 1974 







37408 


NOTICES 


required to consider and evaluate all 
proposals received as a result of this no¬ 
tice. Any proposal to be considered and 
evaluated must be submitted on or before 
November 20, 1974. 

Interested parties should contact the 
Superintendent, Great Smoky Moun¬ 
tains National Park, Gatlinburg, Ten¬ 
nessee 37738, for information as to the 
requirements of the proposed permit. 

Dated: September 17,1974. 

James L. Bainbridge, 

Acting Regional Director , 

Southeast Region. 

|FR Doc.74-24402 PUed 10-18-74;8:45 am) 


GREAT SMOKY MOUNTAINS NATIONAL 
PARK 

Intention to Issue a Concession Permit 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
5, of the Act of October 9, 1965 (79 Stat. 
969; 16 U.S.C. 20), public notice is here¬ 
by given that thirty (30) days after the 
date of publication of this notice, the De¬ 
partment of the Interior, through the 
Superintendent. Great Smoky Mountains 
National Park, proposes to issue a con¬ 
cession permit to Clarence Ray, author¬ 
izing him to provide concession facilities 
and services for the public at Great 
Smoky Mountains National Park for a 
period of 5 years from January 1, 1975, 
through December 31, 1979. 

An assessment of the environmental 
impact of this proposed action has been 
made and it has been determined that it 
will not significantly affect the quality 
of the human environment, and that It 
is not a major Federal action under the 
National Environmental Policy Act and 
the guidelines of the Council on Environ¬ 
mental Quality. The environmental as¬ 
sessment may be reviewed in the Office of 
the Superintendent, Great Smoky 
Mountains National Park. 

The foregoing concessioner has per¬ 
formed his obligations under a prior per¬ 
mit to the satisfaction of the National 
Park Service and. therefore, pursuant to 
the Act cited above, is entitled to be given 
preference in the renewal of the permit 
and in the negotiation of a new permit. 
However, under the Act cited above, the 
National Park Service is also required to 
consider and evaluate all proposals re¬ 
ceived as a result of this notice. Any pro¬ 
posal to be considered and evaluated 
must be submitted on or before November 
20,1974. 

Interested parties should contact the 
Superintendent, Great Smoky Mountains 
National Park, Gatlinburg, Tennessee 
37738, for information as to the require¬ 
ments of the proposed permit. 

Dated: September 17,1974. 

James L. Bainbridge, 
Acting Regional Director, 

Southeast Region. 

[FB Doc.74-24401 Filed. 10-18-74;8:45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Forest Service 

TRIANGLE RANCH WETLANDS LAND EX¬ 
CHANGE, MODOC NATIONAL FOREST, 

CALIFORNIA 

Availability of Draft Environmental 
Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Forest Service, Department of 
Agriculture, has prepared a draft en¬ 
vironmental statement for the Triangle 
Ranch Wetlands Land Exchange, Modoc 
National Forest, California USDA-FS- 
DES (Adm) 75-03. 

The environmental statement concerns 
a proposed land exchange of approxi¬ 
mately 1,800 acres of National Forest 
timberlands for 17,800 acres of privately 
owned rangeland all in Modoc County. 
The exchange will consolidate public 
land ownership and resolve problems of 
management, protection, and use of 
lands and resources arising from inter¬ 
mingled public and private land owner¬ 
ship patterns. The rangeland to be ac¬ 
quired will be managed primarily for 
production of wildlife habitat, livestock 
grazing, and recreation use. 

This draft environmental statement 
was transmitted to CEQ on September 9, 
1974. 

Copies are available for inspection dur¬ 
ing regular working hours at the follow¬ 
ing locations: 

USD A, Forest Service 
South Agriculture Bldg., Room 3231 
12th St. & Independence Ave., 8W. 
Washington. D.C. 

Regional Forester 
US. Forest Service. Rm. 529 
630 Sansome St.. Room 531 
San Francisco. CaUfornia 
Forest Supervisor’s Office 
Modoc National Forest 
441 N. Main 

Altur&s. California 96101 
Forest Service 
District Ranger 
C&nby. California 

A limited number of single copies are 
available, upon request, from Forest 
Supervisor Kenneth C. Scoggin, Modoc 
National Forest, 441 N. Main, Alturas, 
California 96101. 

Copies of the environmental statement 
have been sent to various Federal, State, 
and local agencies as outlined in the 
CEQ guidelines. 

Comments are invited from the public, 
and from State and local agencies which 
are authorized to develop and enforce 
environmental standards, and from Fed¬ 
eral agencies having jurisdiction by law 
or special expertise with respect to any 
environmental effect for which comments 
have not been specifically requested. 

Comments concerning the proposed 
action, and requests for additional in¬ 
formation should be addressed to For¬ 
est Supervisor Kenneth C. Scoggins, 
Modoc National Forest, 441 N. Main, 
Alturas, California 96101. 


Comments must be received within 60 
days after filing with CEQ in order to 
be considered in the preparation of the 
final environmental statement. 

R. Max Peterson, 
Deputy Chief, Forest Service. 

September 9,1974. 

[FR Doc.74-24422 Filed 10-18-74; 8:45 am) 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

MARINE MAMMALS 
Issuance of Permit 

On August 2,1974, notice was published 
in the Federal Register (39 FR 27933) 
that an application had been filed with 
the National Marine Fisheries Service by 
Norbert J. Flanigan, Professor of Biol¬ 
ogy. St. Norbert College, De Pere, Wis¬ 
consin 54115, for a permit to take and 
import the brains and spinal cords of 
ten (10) adult pilot whales (Glohicepliala 
melaena ), the brains and spinal cords of 
twenty (20) fetal pilot whales ( Globi - 
cephala melaena ) and thirty (30) com¬ 
plete pilot whale fetuses (Globicephala 
melaena ), taken in the course of the 
Faroe Island pilot whale fishery, for 
scientific research. 

Notice is hereby given that, on Octo¬ 
ber 15, 1974, and as authorized by the 
provisions of the Marine Mammal Pro¬ 
tection Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. 1361-1407), 
the National Marine Fisheries Service Is¬ 
sued a Permit for the above described 
taking and importing to Norbert J. Flan¬ 
igan, subject to certain conditions set 
forth therein. 

The Permit is available for review by 
Interested persons in the Office of the Di¬ 
rector, National Marine Fisheries Serv¬ 
ice, Washington, D.C. 20235, and the Of¬ 
fice of the Regional Director, National 
Marine Fisheries Service, Northeast Re¬ 
gion, Federal Building, 14 Elm Street, 
Gloucester, Massachusetts 01930. 

Dated: October 15. 1974. 

Jack W. Gehringer, 
Acting Director, National 
Marine Fisheries Service. 

[FR Doc.74-24373 Filed 10-18-74,8:45 Am) 

MARINE MAMMALS 

Receipt of Application for Public 
Display Permit 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing applicant has applied in due form for 
a permit to take marine mammals for 
public display as authorized by the Ma¬ 
rine Mammal Protection Act of 1972 and 
the regulations governing the taking and 
importing of marine mammals. 

Mystics Marinelife Aquarium, P.O. Box 
190, Mystic, Connecticut 06355, to take 
two (2) California sea lions (Zalophus 
califomianus) for public display. 

The sea lions will be obtained from 
Marineland of the Pacific, beached ana 
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stranded stock which have been rescued 
from the beaches of California. 

The animals will be housed in a new 
Indoor facility with a pool 35 feet long, 
8 feet wide and 40 inches deep. This pool 
is divided midway by a concrete wall 
making two 17 foot long pools. Up to 
three sea lions will be kept in each of the 
17-foot pools. 

The facility will afford enjoyment and 
education to as many as 750,000 persons 
annually. Approximately 75,000 of this 
number are area school children. 

The staff at Mystic Marinelife Aquar¬ 
ium has been trained under the Com¬ 
pany’s management agreement with 
Aquarium Systems, Inc. Stephen Spotte, 
Vice President and Director of Aquar¬ 
iums Systems, Inc., has held curatorial 
and management posts at the New York 
Aquarium and Aquariums of Niagara 
Falls, U.S.A., Dr. J. Lawrence Dunn, Gen¬ 
eral Manager and staff veterinarian of 
the Aquarium, holds a B.S. degree in 
biology from Norwich University and a 
DVM degree from the School of Veteri¬ 
nary Medicine of the University of 
Pennsylvania. 

The arrangements and facilities for 
transporting and maintaining the ma¬ 
rine mammals requested in the above ap¬ 
plication have been inspected by licensed 
veterinarians, who have certified that 
such arrangements and facilities are ade¬ 
quate to provide for the well-being of the 
California sea lions requested. 

Documents submitted in connection 
with the above application are available 
for review at the following locations: 

Office of the Director, National Marine Fish¬ 
eries Service, Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 20235 (telephone 202- 
343-9445); 

Office of the Regional Director, National Ma¬ 
rine Fisheries Service, Northeast Region. 
Federal Building, 14 Elm Street, Glouces¬ 
ter. Massachusetts 01930 (telephone 817- 
281-0040); 

Offlc© of the Regional Director, National Ma¬ 
rine Fisheries 8ervice. Southwest Region, 
300 South Ferry Street. Terminal Island. 
California 90731 (telephone 213-540-2575). 

Concurrent with the publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register, the 
Secretary of Commerce is forwarding 
copies of this application to the Marine 
Mammal Commission and the Commit¬ 
tee of Scientific Advisors. 

On or before November 20, 1974, in¬ 
terested parties may submit written data 
or views on these applications to the Di¬ 
rector, National Marine Fisheries Serv¬ 
ice, Department of Commerce, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20235. 

All statements and opinions contained 
hi this notice in support of this applica¬ 
tion are those of the Applicant and do 
not necessarily reflect the views of the 
National Marine Fisheries Service. 

Dated: October 10,1974. 

Robert W. Sc honing, 
Director, National Marine 
Fisheries Service. 

(PR Doc.74-24374 Filed 10-10-74;8: 45 ami 


MARINE MAMMALS 

Receipt of Application for a Permit; 

Correction 

On September 17,1974, notice was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (39 FR 
33385) that the Lincoln Park Zoological 
Gardens, Chicago, Illinois 60614 had ap¬ 
plied in due form for a permit to take 
marine mammals for public display as 
authorized by the Marine Mammal Pro¬ 
tection Act of 1972 and the regulations 
governing the taking and importing of 
marine mammals. 

The National Marine Fisheries Service 
now desires to correct the notice of re¬ 
ceipt in the following respect: the num¬ 
ber of animals to be taken, should have 
read, seven (7) California sea lions 
(Zalophus calif orniantLS) and two (2) 
Pacific harbor seals ( Phoca vitulina 
richardii ). 

Documents submitted in connection 
with this application as corrected, are 
available in the Office of the Director, Na¬ 
tional Marine Fisheries Service, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20235 (telephone 202-343- 
9445), and the Office of the Regional Di¬ 
rector, National Marine Fisheries Serv¬ 
ice, Northeast Region, Federal Building, 
14 Elm Street, Gloucester. Massachusetts 
01930 (telephone 617-281-0640); Re¬ 
gional Director, National Marine Fish¬ 
eries Service, Southwest Region, 300 
South Ferry Street, Terminal Island, 
California 90731 (telephone 213-548- 
2575). 

Concurrent with the publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register, the 
Secretary of Commerce is sending copies 
of the amendment to the Marine Mam¬ 
mal Commission and the Committee of 
Scientific Advisors. 

On or before November 20, 1974, in¬ 
terested parties may submit written data 
or views on this application as corrected 
to the director, National Marine Fish¬ 
eries Service, Department of Commerce, 
Washington, D.C. 20235. 

Dated: October 15,1974. 

Jack W. Gehringer, 

Acting Director, National 
Marine Fisheries Service. 

[TO Doc.74-24372 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Planning and Evaluation 

MATHEMATICS INC. 

Notice of Contract Awards 

Pursuant to section 606 of the Eco¬ 
nomic Opportunity Act of 1964. as 
amended, 42 USC 2946, this agency an¬ 
nounces the award of the following con¬ 
tracts funded under section 232 of the 
Act: 

HEW -OS-74-122 to Mathematics Inc., 
Princeton Station, P.O. Box 2392, Princeton, 
New Jersey 08540 for a research project en¬ 
titled, "New Federal Cash Transfer Program- 
Welfare Reform Studies." The purpose of this 


project is analyses that will be provided con¬ 
cerning the planning and possible imple¬ 
mentation of a comprehensive cash assist¬ 
ance program. Topics to be Included are al¬ 
ternative definitions of Income base and their 
consequences, options allowing individuals to 
file for benefits In different ways, allowable 
asset levels. Integration with the positive 
tax system, fiscal impact on states, work reg¬ 
istration requirements, enrollment options, 
feasible accounting systems, and possible 
sanctions for misreporting of eligibility. The 
estimated cost of this contract Is $198,476.00 
and the Intended completion date Is October 
7. 1974. 

HEW-OS-74—275 to Mathematlca, Inc., Pol¬ 
icy Studies Group. 2021 L Street, NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20036 for a research project en¬ 
titled, "Sample Design for State Cost and 
Caseload Estimates." This project will pre¬ 
pare a data base that will allow use of the 
TRIM model for state cost and caseload pro¬ 
jections of a wide variety of income main¬ 
tenance plans. The sample design and evalu¬ 
ation will be accomplished in two phases. 
Phase I will be devoted to the sample design 
and to the development of criteria for sample 
evaluation. Phase II, to be conducted after 
the sample has been drawn, will Involve 
evaluation and critique of the sample. The 
estimated cost of this contract is $35,166.00 
and the intended completion date is Decem¬ 
ber 30. 1974. 

HEW-OS—74-287 to Tcledyne Brown Engi¬ 
neering, Research Park, Huntsville. Alabama 
35804 for a research project entitled. "Longi¬ 
tudinal Manpower Study. Data Preparation." 
The objective of this contract is to combine 
data received from four manpower graining 
programs so that future analysis may assess 
the economic Impact of these programs on 
the poor. The estimated cost of this contract 
is $28,730.00 and the Intended completion 
date is September 30, 1974. 

HEW-OS-74r-I98 to Urban Institute, 2100 
M Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20037 for 
a research project entitled, "TRIM System 
M aint enance." Through previous work 
DHEW has acquired a thoroughly complex 
transfer Income simulation model and on 
extensive library of related data files, pro¬ 
grams, and user guides. This project will pro¬ 
vide system maintenance by systematic cata¬ 
loging of the data files and printed outputs 
for ready access, model connections and im¬ 
provements, updating the data base and 
model parameters, documentation updating, 
and technical assistance to users. The esti¬ 
mated cost of this contract Is $85,000.00 and 
the Intended completion date is June, 1975. 

HEW -OS—74—25 to University of Michigan, 
Survey Research Center, Ann Arbor. Michi¬ 
gan 48106 for a research project entitled. 
"Michigan Longitudinal Study." In this proj¬ 
ect, a national probability sample consisting 
of approximately 6000 families is interviewed 
once a year with emphasis on economic vari¬ 
ables such as work hours and earnings, total 
Income and expenditures of various kinds to 
determine the reasons for changes In family 
Income, and income relative to needs, es¬ 
pecially among those near or below the pov¬ 
erty level. The estimated cost of this contract 
Is $448,846.00 and the intended completion 
date is October, 1974. 

HEW-OS-74—124 to Urban Institute, 2100 
M Street, NW., Washington. D.C. 20037 for 
a research project entitled. "Technical Assist¬ 
ance in Income Maintenance." This contract 
related to the Gary, Seattle, Denver Income 
Maintenance Experiments, will review the 
analytic work of these experiments from the 
design and development phase of their appli¬ 
cation to data and will alert both the project 
staff and the DHEW staff to Issues and prob- 
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lems arising during the study. The estimated 
cost of this contract Is $100,549.00 and the 
Intended completion date Is October 31, 1974. 

HE W-OS-74—217 to Mathematlca, Inc., 
Princeton Station, P.O. Box 2392, Princeton, 
New Jersey 08540 for a research project en¬ 
titled, "Urban Experiment Follow-On.” The 
objective of these analyses Is to refine and 
extend a number of the empirical estimates 
reported In the "Technical Papers”, which 
concern the findings about the New Jersey 
Graduated Work Incentive Experiment. This 
contract will integrate a new control sample, 
prepare new tables, rearrange the family 
labor supply response and continue analyses 
on earnings. The estimated cost of this con¬ 
tract Is $41,827.00 and the Intended comple¬ 
tion date Is September 13,1974. 

HEW-OS-74—188 to Team Associates, Room 
GOO. 1522 K Street, NW.. Washington. D.C. 
20005 for a research project entitled, “Em¬ 
ployment Related Factors and Emotional Well 
Being.” The purpose of this project Is to gain 
knowledge of the causal sequence between 
economic performance and emotional well 
being which should lead to a more effective 
design and implementation of remedial so¬ 
cial programs. This study will attempt to 
link Job factors to an attitudinal response 
scale designed to Indicate self-perceived feel¬ 
ings of well-being. The estimated cost of this 
contract Is $45,597.00 and the intended com¬ 
pletion date Is June 30,1975. 

HE W-08-74—305 to Marshall. Kaplan, 
Gens and Kahn, 660 Pacific Avenue, San 
Francisco, California, 94133 for a research 
project entitled, ”A Study of the ESEA 
Title I Program for Neglected and Delinquent 
Children.” The Title 1 N&D program begun 
in 1966 had never been evaluated comprehen¬ 
sively at the national level. The purpose of 
this study, therefore. Is to develop a research 
design. Hypotheses, questions, and policy 
issues that the study will address are to be 
Identified. Also to be identified is the extent 
to which existing data will satisfy the needs 
of the evaluation. In addition, new question¬ 
naires, Instruments, data collection proce¬ 
dures, the sampling frame, and the analyses 
plan will be designed, and the standardized 
tests needed to complete the data base will 
be selected. The estimated cost of this con¬ 
tract is $52,725.00 and the intended comple¬ 
tion date Is February 28, 1975. 

HEW-OS-74-168 to Marshall, Kaplan, 
Gans and Kahn. 660 Pacific Avenue, San 
Francisco, California 94133 for a research 
project entitled, “New Gate Evaluation.” 
This effort will analyze a prison college educa¬ 
tion program. Issues to be addressed include: 

(1) the Impact of college prison programs on 
recidivism; (2) educational accomplishments 
of participants: (3) the Impact of the pro¬ 
gram on the participants’ post-release life 
style; and (4) participant evaluations of pro¬ 
gram components. The estimated cost of this 
contract is $39,898.00 and the Intended com¬ 
pletion date is November 14, 1974. 

HEW-OS-74-113 to Urban Institute, 2100 
M Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20037 for 
a research project entitled. “Analysis of 
Utilization of Medl-Cal Services Through 
Use of Data from the Paid Claims System.” 
The purpose of the project is to: (1) analyze 
the effects of resource availability (e.g., 
physicians, hospital beds, etc.) on the utili¬ 
zation of selected services (hospital inpatient 
care, physician services, hospital out-patient 
services, drugs, etc.) by California Medicaid 
recipients and (2) analyze the impact of the 
San Joaquin Foundation on utilization rales 
for the services indicated above. The esti¬ 
mated cost of this contract is $79,728.00 and 
the Intended completion date is September 9, 
1974. 

HEW-OS-74—196 to Data Resources, Inc., 
29 Hartwell Avenue, Lexington, Massachu¬ 
setts 02173 for a research project entitled, 


NOTICES 

"Purchase of Econometric Data, Modeling, 
and Forecasting.” This contract will provide 
access to a comprehensive data base of the 
U.S. economy and the capability to under¬ 
take modeling, forecasting, and simulation 
activities using this data. Such a capability 
will provide a valuable analytic tool to the 
staff responsible for policy research analyses. 
The estimated cost of this contract Is 
$24,000.00 and the Intended completion date 
Is July, 1975. 

HEW-OS-74-39 to National Archives and 
Record Service (NARS), GSA, Machine- 
Readable Branch (NMPD), 7th and Pennsyl¬ 
vania Avenue. N.W., ^yashlngton, D.C. 20408 
for a research project entitled, “Error Cor¬ 
rections In Poverty Data (Archives).” A spe¬ 
cial purpose computer program will be de¬ 
veloped to perform a computer edit pro¬ 
cedure to correct erroneous codes In the 
“Poverty Information Matrix Tape File” (a 
special tabulation of the socioeconomic 
characteristics of the U.S. population and the 
poor at State and county levels of aggrega¬ 
tion and iterated for all minority groups), 
which was prepared by the Census Bureau 
from 1970 census data. Once the codes in the 
file are corrected. Archives will proceed with 
Its reformatlng of the file into an easily- 
accessible form for application for standard 
census user programs. The estimated cost of 
this contract Is $3,000.00 and the Intended 
completion date is June, 1974. 

HEW-OS-74—301 to GRC/Lambda Corpora¬ 
tion, 1601 Wilson Boulevard, Arlington, Vir¬ 
ginia 22209 for a research project entitled. 
“Design Task for Survey of Institutionalized 
Persons.” The purpose of this contract Is to 
update the SSA 1967 Survey of Institution¬ 
alized Adults in order to discover who is now 
being Institutionalized, the conditions which 
lead to Institutionalized, the kinds and 
amounts of financing, and the extent to 
which alternative care is feasible. This up¬ 
date will be examining mental Institutions, 
institutions for the mentally retarded, and 
chronic disease facilities. The estimated cost 
of this contract is $43,866.00 and the In¬ 
tended completion date Is November 28, 1974. 

HE W-OS-74—271 to Behavioral Research 
and Evaluation Corporation, 2306 Canyon 
Boulevard. Suite 101, Boulder, Colorado 80302 
for a research project entitled, “Study to 
Determine Feasibility of Estimating Inci¬ 
dence of Runaways.” The purpose of this 
project is to develop and test a screening 
and interview Instrument which can identify 
families who have or have had runaway chil¬ 
dren and which can successfully obtain 
demographic characteristics of the family, 
etiology of the event(8) from the parent’s 
perspective. Involvement of governmental 
agencies, and suggestions for improved as¬ 
sistance services. The estimated cost of this 
contract is $71,670.00 and the intended com¬ 
pletion date is December 27,1974. 

HEW—OS-74—194 to Ronald Fine and Asso¬ 
ciates, 1909 James Avenue. S., Minneapolis, 
Minnesota 55403 for a research project en¬ 
titled, "Reports on the Analysis of Alterna¬ 
tive Workmen’s Compensation Research 
Strategies and Determining Research Priori¬ 
ties." The program contractor will produce 
a report clarifying Workmen’s Compensation 
research issues and determining research 
priorities. Most Importantly, the contractor 
will specify research approaches for address¬ 
ing issues and for monitoring the progress 
of states In meeting federal standards. It Is 
expected that the analysis will assist decision¬ 
makers In focusing on research approaches 
directed toward alleviating Inequities of 
present programs toward the poor. The esti¬ 
mated cost of this contract Is $23,127.00 and 
the Intended completion date is August 28, 
1974. 

HEW-OS-74—176 to H. Ruchlin, Ph.d., 321 
Robin Road, Englewood, New Jersey 07631 for 


a research project entitled, “Report on the 
Deficiencies of the Long-Term Care Market 
Place with Emphasis on Reform by means of 
Incentive Reimbursement Systems.’ This 
project will build on an existing analysis of 
the Long-Term Care market place by extend¬ 
ing It to include the non-nursing home sec¬ 
tor. Emphasis will be placed on formulating 
approaches to incentive reimbursement and 
exploring their possible fit within the major 
options facing HEW as It considers the new 
Long-Term Care policy; l.e., continuation of 
Medicaid vs. some new insurance program. 
The estimated cost of this contract is $ 14 ,. 
175.00 and the intended completion date is 
October 3, 1974. 

HEW—OS-74—141 to Rutgers University, the 
State University of New Jersey, New Bruns¬ 
wick. New Jersey 08903 for a research project 
entitled, “Analysis and Reports concerning 
distribution of the Cost Burden of Disability 
and the Effects of Federal program expendi¬ 
tures relating to the disabled population.’* It 
is Important to understand the effects of Fed¬ 
eral program expend it ures on the distribution 
of the cost burden of disability among con¬ 
sumers and State and private sector pro¬ 
grams. Questions being addressed Include: 
Has major Federal intervention via Medicare 
and Medicaid had an impact on the distribu¬ 
tion of the disability cost burden across 
programs? To what extent are benefits and 
services keeping pace with “demand'* and/or 
inflationary cost Increase? The estimated cost 
of this contract Is $12,500.00 and the in¬ 
tended completion date Is September 30, 

1974. 

HEW-OS-74—278 to Florence Heller School, 
Braudels University 361 S. Street. Waltham. 
Massachusetts 02154 for a research project 
entitled. “LTC Services and Cost Implications 
for the Developmentally Disabled.” The In¬ 
tent of this procurement is to build upon a 
representative sample of the functional 
capacities of developmentally disabled per¬ 
sons to accumulate present costs by level of 
functioning and family Income as the basis 
for forecasting the likely future costs of care 
and treatment within different settings under 
varying definitions of service “adequacy.” The 
program hopes to estimate what Is likely to 
happen when “escalating demand” occure, 
accompanying Increased public subsidy of 
more adequate care and treatment. The esti¬ 
mated cost of this contract is $128,200.00 and 
the intended completion date August 31. 

1975. 

HEW-OS-74—81 to Urban Institute. 2100 M 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20037 for a 
research project entitled, “A Comprehensive 
Study of Existing and Potential Federal Pol¬ 
icies Related to the Disabled.” This project 
will develop estimates of: 1) the types of 
conditions which would require care, and 
2) the numbers of persons with these con¬ 
ditions (both elderly and non -elderly dis¬ 
abled), Including where possible estimates 
of the incidence of these conditions. Avail¬ 
able information on the current burden of 
costs for Long-Term Care will be examined, 
and means for estimating the economic Im¬ 
plications of various options in Long-Term 
Care will be developed. The estimated cost 
of this contract Is $1984233.00 and the in¬ 
tended completion date is November 19, 1974. 

HEW-OS-74-294 to Applied Management 
Sciences, 962 Wayne Avenue, Suite 701, Sil¬ 
ver 8pring, Maryland 20910 for a research 
project entitled, “Evaluation of Personal 
Care Organizations and Other In-Home Al¬ 
ternatives to Nursing Home Care for the 
Elderly and Long-Term Disabled." Tills study 
will prepare a sampling design and research 
strategy for systematic review of projects 
evaluating ln-home services or other alterna¬ 
tives to nursing homes for the core of the 
elderly in long-term disabled. The proposed 
Investigation will determine how large the 
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universe Is as well as develop appropriate 
strata for sampling purposes. The estimated 
cost of this contract is $113,971.15 and the 
intended completion date is April 28. 1975. 

HEW-OS-74-284 to Dr. Martin Feldstein. 
147 Clifton Street, Belmont. Massachusetts 
02178 for a research project entitled, “Long- 
Term Care Costs and Distribution Model.** 
The intent of this procurement is to design 
a stochastic simulation of utilization and 
likely costs of different kinds of long-term 
care under alternative government programs. 
This contract will concentrate first on long¬ 
term care cost modeling with alternative 
scopes of coverage, and second, on producing 
annual costs to the government and multi¬ 
year estimates in order to characterize the 
impact upon families/individuals or classi¬ 
fied conditions. A multi-year perspective is 
necessary if income maintenance is to be 
integrated with the financing of long-term 
care. The estimated cost of this contract is 
$144,000.00 and the intended completion date 
is Augtist 1970. 

HEW-OS-73—124 (Modification No. 2) to 
Urban Institute 2100 M Street. NW., Wash¬ 
ington. D.C. 20037 for a research project en¬ 
titled. “Technical Assistance, Income Main¬ 
tenance Experiments—Disability Task Force 
Support.*' Analysis will be provided of alter¬ 
native strategies for providing transfer pay¬ 
ments, or work requirements, on in-kind 
programs for the disabled. This task will 
entail a discussion of guarantee levels, tax 
rates, work requirements and administration 
and fiscal aspects. The estimated cost of this 
contract is $17,810.00 and the intended com¬ 
pletion date Is October 31, 1974. 

Dated: October 7, 1974. 

William A. Morrill. 
Assistant Secretary for 
Planning and Evaluation. 

|PR Doc.74-24474 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 amj 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Highway Administration 

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

| Docket No. 74-36; Notice 11 

PROPOSED RECOMMENDED 
DETERMINATION TO INVOKE SANCTIONS 

Maryland 

Notice is hereby given that the Ad¬ 
ministrators of the Federal Highway Ad¬ 
ministration and the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration have made 
a proposed recommended determination 
to invoke the highway safety program 
sanctions specified in 23 U.S.C. 402 
against the State of Maryland. 

Procedures governing the imposition 
of such sanctions were published on May 
31. 1974, as Part 1206 in Title 23. Code 
of Federal Regulations <39 FR 19205). 
Section 1206.5 of that part requires the 
Administrators to notify the Governor 
of the affected State that they have ini¬ 
tiated this action and to publish a no¬ 
tice to that effect in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter. The Governor of Maryland was duly 
notified by certified letter of October 
11. 1974, and this notice constitutes the 
required public notification. 

The basis for the proposed action is 
the failure of Maryland to enact a pre¬ 
sumptive or prima facie blood-alcohol- 


concentration (BAC) level set at 0.10 
percent or lower by the end of the 1974 
session of the Maryland legislature. 

There is strong evidence that alcohol 
plays a very significant role in approxi¬ 
mately half of all fatal crashes in this 
country and a somewhat reduced role in 
crashes of lesser severity. Coroners’ re¬ 
ports show that 50 percent, or slightly 
more, of fatally injured drivers in single 
vehicle crashes have BACs of 0.10 per¬ 
cent or greater. The proportion of such 
drivers in multi vehicle crashes with these 
high BACs is somewhat lower. However, 
this appears to be due in part to the fact 
that these crashes involve at least two 
drivers, one of which is frequently the 
“innocent” victim of the error of an¬ 
other driver. 

One of the most effective counter¬ 
measure tools is the blood-alcohol-con- 
centration test and the statutory declara¬ 
tion that reaching or exceeding 0.10 
percent BAC renders a person “intoxi¬ 
cated” or “under the Influence of 
alcohol.” Maryland law provides for such 
tests on persons arrested for alcohol- 
involved driving but fails to specify that 
having a BAC of 0.10 percent or higher 
is presumptive evidence of being intoxi¬ 
cated or driving under the influence. 

Thus, the failure of Maryland to uti¬ 
lize a proven method of modernizing and 
upgrading its traffic safety program 
prevents us from approving the Mary¬ 
land Comprehensive Plan for highway 
safety beyond December 1, 1974. 

A State that lacks an approved pro¬ 
gram faces sanctions under the Highway 
Safety Act. Section 402(c) of Title 23 
provides that highway safety funds shall 
not be apportioned under § 402 to any 
State that is not implementing an ap¬ 
proved highway safety program and that 
Federal-aid highway funds apportioned 
under 23 U.S.C. 104 to such a State shall 
be reduced by 10 percent until the State 
has and implements an approved pro¬ 
gram, unless the Secretary finds it to be 
in the public interest not to reduce the 
apportionment. The rules of procedure 
(23 CFR 1206.4(b)(2)) provide that, if 
the Secretary finds that a State has 
failed to comply with Federal law or 
regulation respecting its safety program 
or has failed to implement a program 
approved by him, he may withhold pay¬ 
ment to the State on account of (i> the 
State’s current annual highway safety 
work program, with respect to obliga¬ 
tions incurred after the date of the Sec¬ 
retary’s determination or a date estab¬ 
lished in such determination, whichever 
is later, and (ii> the State's subsequent 
annual highway safety work programs, 
and may also withhold approval of fur¬ 
ther highway safety programs of the 
State, until the State complies or takes 
remedial action to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary, as appropriate. 

For the foregoing reasons we are hereby 
making a proposed recommended deter¬ 
mination to impose these sanctions upon 
Maryland. This action is being taken in 
accordance with the rules of procedure 
contained in Part 1206 of Title 23, Code 
of Federal Regulations (39 FR 19205, 
May 31, 1974). 


Our proposed recommended determi¬ 
nation does not encompass the full range 
of sanctions available to us. Under the 
proposal, the Secretary may choose to 
deny Maryland its highway safety appor¬ 
tionment and 10 percent of its Federal- 
aid highway apportionment for Fiscal 
Year 1976 and to withhold approval of 
future annual highway safety work pro¬ 
grams beginning with Fiscal Year 1976. 
However, we have approved Maryland’s 
annual highway safety work program for 
Fiscal Year 1975 and do not propose that 
the final determination should affect the 
State’s program in Fiscal Year 1975. 

In accordance with the rules of proce¬ 
dure (23 CFR 1206.6), a public hearing 
will be held to provide Maryland and all 
interested persons an opportunity to air 
their views fully on whether the sanctions 
should be invoked. The hearing will be 
held at the Department of Transporta¬ 
tion Headquarters Building, Room 2230, 
400 Seventh Street, SW, Washington. 
D.C. 20590, at 10 a.m. on November 11, 
1974. 

Written comments should be sub¬ 
mitted to the Docket Section, National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration. 
Room 5108, 400 Seventh Street, SW. 
Washington, D.C. 20590. not later than 
fifteen days following the close of the 
hearing. Persons who intend to make 
oral statements at the hearing should 
submit their request, together with an 
estimate of the time required, to the 
Presiding Officer. Sanctions Hearing 
Board. Room 5219, 400 Seventh Street, 
SW, Washington. D.C. 20590, not later 
than five days before the hearing date. 

(Sec. 101. Pub. L. 89-564. 80 Stat. 731: 23 
U.S.C. 402). 

Issued on: October 11,1974. 

James B. Gregory, 

Administrator , National Highivay 
Traffic Safety Administration. 

Norbert T. Tiemann, 

Administrator , 

Federal Highway Administration. 

(FR Doc.74-24427 FUed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 74-^37; Notice 1) 

PROPOSED RECOMMENDED 
DETERMINATION TO INVOKE SANCTIONS 

Puerto Rico 

Notice is hereby given that the Ad¬ 
ministrators of the Federal Highway Ad¬ 
ministration and the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration have made 
a proposed recommended determination 
to invoke the highway safety program 
sanctions specified in 23 U.S.C. 402 
against the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico. 

Procedures governing the imposition 
• of such sanctions were published on 
May 31, 1974, as Part 1206 in Title 23, 
Code of Federal Regulations (39 FR 
19205). Section 1206.5 of that part re¬ 
quires the Administrators to notify the 
Governor of the affected State that they 
have initiated this action and to publish 
a notice to that effect in the Federal 
Register. The Governor of Puerto Rico 
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was duly notified by certified letter of 
October 11, 1974, and this notice con¬ 
stitutes the required public notification. 

The basis for the proposed action is the 
failure of Puerto Rico to enact a pre¬ 
sumptive or prima facie blood-alcohol- 
concentration (BAC) level set at 0.10 
percent or lower by the end of the 1974 
session of the Puerto Rican legislature. 

There is strong evidence that alcohol 
plays a very significant role in approxi¬ 
mately half of all fatal crashes in this 
country and a somewhat reduced role in 
crashes of lesser severity. Coroners’ re¬ 
ports show that 50 percent, or slightly 
more, of fatally injured drivers in single 
vehicle crashes have BACs of 0.10 per¬ 
cent or greater. The proportion of such 
drivers in multivehicle crashes with 
these high BACs is somewhat lower. 
However, this appears to be due in part 
to the fact that these crashes involve at 
least two drivers, one of which is fre¬ 
quently the “innocent” victim of the er¬ 
ror of another driver. 

One of the most effective counter¬ 
measure tools is the blood-alcohol-con- 
centration test and the statutory decla¬ 
ration that reaching or exceeding 0.10 
percent BAC renders a person “intoxi¬ 
cated” or “under the influence of alco¬ 
hol.” Puerto Rican law provides for such 
tests on persons arrested for alcohol- 
involved driving but fails to specify that 
having a BAC of 0.10 percent or higher 
is presumptive evidence of being intoxi¬ 
cated or driving under the influence. 

Thus, the failure of Puerto Rico to 
utilize a proven method of modernizing 
and upgrading its traffic safety program 
prevents us from approving the Puerto 
Rico Comprehensive Plan for highway 
safety beyond December 1, 1974. A State 
that lacks an approved program faces 
sanctions under the Highway Safety 
Act. Section 402(c) of Title 23 provides 
that highway safety funds shall not be 
apportioned under § 402 to any State 
that is not implementing an approved 
highway safety program and that Fed¬ 
eral-aid highway funds apportioned 
under 23 U.S.C. 104 to such a State shall 
be reduced by ten percent until the State 
has and implements an approved pro¬ 
gram, unless the Secretary finds it to 
be in the public interest not to reduce 
the apportionment. The rules of proce¬ 
dure (23 CFR 1206.4(b)(2)) provide 
that, if the Secretary finds that a State 
has failed to comply with Federal law or 
regulation respecting its safety program 
or has failed to implement a program 
approved by him, he may withhold pay¬ 
ment to the State on account of (1) the 
State’s current annual highway safety 
w T ork program, with respect to obliga¬ 
tions incurred after the date of the Sec¬ 
retary’s determination or a date estab¬ 
lished in such determination, whichever 
is later, and (ii) the State's subsequent 
annual highway safety work programs, 
and may also withhold approval of fur¬ 
ther highway safety programs of the 
State, until the State complies or takes 
remedial action to the satisfaction of 
the Secretary, as appropriate. 

For the foregoing reasons we are 
hereby making a proposed recommended 


determination to impose these sanctions 
upon Puerto Rico. This action is being 
taken in accordance with the rules of 
procedure contained in Part 1206 of 
Title 23, Code of Federal Regulations 
(39 FR 19205, May 31, 1974). 

Our proposed recommended determi¬ 
nation does not encompass the full 
range of sanctions available to us. Under* 
the proposal, the Secretary may choose 
to deny Puerto Rico its highway safety 
apportionment and 10 percent of its Fed¬ 
eral-aid highway apportionment for 
Fiscal Year 1976 and to withhold ap¬ 
proval of future annual highway safety 
work programs beginning with Fiscal 
Year 1976. However, we have approved 
Puerto Rico’s annual highway safety 
work program for Fiscal Year 1975 and 
do not propose that the final determina¬ 
tion should affect the State’s program 
in Fiscal Year 1975. 

In accordance with the rules of pro¬ 
cedure (23 CFR 1206.6), a public hear¬ 
ing will be held to provide Puerto Rico 
and all interested persons an opportunity 
to air their views fully on whether the 
sanctions should be invoked.* The hear¬ 
ing will be held at the Federal Aviation 
Administration Building, Rooms 6A. B 
and C, 800 Independence Avenue, SW. 
Washington, D.C. 20591, at 10 a.m. on 
November 15,1974. 

Written comments should be submitted 
to the Docket Section, National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration, Room 
5108, 400 Seventh Street, S.W., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20590, not later than fif¬ 
teen days following the close of the hear¬ 
ing. Persons who intend to make oral 
statements at the hearing should sub¬ 
mit their request, together with an esti¬ 
mate of the time required, to the Pre¬ 
siding Officer, Sanctions Hearing Board, 
Room 5219, 400 Seventh Street SW, 
Washington, D.C. 20590, not later than 
five days before the hearing date. 

(Sec. 101, Pub. L. 89-564. 80 Stat. 731; 23 
US.C. 402). 

Issued on: October 11,1974. 

James B. Gregory, 
Administrator, National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration. 

Norbert T. Tiemann, 
Administrator, 

Federal Highway Administration. 

IFR Doc.74-24428 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE OF 
THE UNITED STATES 

COMMITTEE ON LICENSES AND 
AUTHORIZATIONS 

Notice cf Meeting 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory Com¬ 
mittee Act (Pub. L. 92-463), notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the Com¬ 
mittee on Licenses and Authorizations 
of the Administrative Conference of the 
United States, to be held at 11 a.m., No¬ 
vember 1, 1974 in the Offices of the Uni¬ 
versity Club, 1135 16th Street, NW, 
Washington, D.C. 

The Committee will meet to consider 


Licensing Decisions of Federal Banking 
Agencies. 

Attendance is open to the Interested 
public, but limited to the space avail- 
able. Persons wishing to attend should 
notify this office at least one day in 
advance. The Committee Chairman may, 
if he deems it appropriate, permit mem¬ 
bers of the public to present oral state¬ 
ments at the meeting; any member of 
the public may file a written statement 
with the Committee before, during or 
after the meeting. 

For further information concerning 
this Committee meeting contact William 
Francis Murphy, Staff Liaison, (phone 
202-254-7065). Minutes of the meeting 
will be available on request. 

Richard K. Berg. 

Executive Secretary, 

October 15.1974. 

[FR Doc.74-24450 Filed 10-18-74:8:46 am] 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON REACTOR 

SAFEGUARDS GENERAL ELECTRIC 

COMPANY SUBCOMMITTEE 

Notice of Meeting 

October 15.1974. 

In accordance with the purposes of 
sections 29 and 182 b. of the Atomic 
Energy Act (42 U.S.C. 2039, 2232 b.), the 
Advisory Committee on Reactor Safe¬ 
guards’ General Electric Company Sub¬ 
committee will hold a meeting on No¬ 
vember 9, 1974 in the Shipwreck Room 
of the Ramada Inn, 4200 West 78th 
Street (Bloomington), near Minneapolis, 
Minnesota 55435. 

The purpose of the meeting will be to 
discuss General Electric’s Standard Safe¬ 
ty Analysis Report (GESSAR). This is 
the second of at least two meetings on 
this subject. 

The following constitutes that por¬ 
tion of the Subcommittee’s agenda for 
the above meeting which will be open to 
the public: 

Saturday, November 9, 1974, 9 A.M.-5 P.M. 

Discussions *ith th© General Electric 
Company and the AEC Regulatory Stall. 

Representatives of the General Electric Co. 
will make presentations on General Elec¬ 
tric's Standard Safety Analysis Report 
(GESSAR). 

In connection with the above agenda, 
the Subcommittee will hold executive 
sessions prior to. and at the close of, 
the day’s public session, which will in¬ 
volve a discussion of its preliminary 
views, and an exchange of opinions of 
the Subcommittee members and internal 
deliberations and formulation of recom¬ 
mendations to the ACRS. In addition, the 
Subcommittee may hold a closed ses¬ 
sion with the Regulatory Staff and rep¬ 
resentatives of the General Electric Co. 
to discuss privileged information relat¬ 
ing to the proposed standard design 
features. 

I have determined, in accordance with 
Subsection 10(d) of Public Law 92-463, 
that the executive sessions at the be¬ 
ginning and end of each day’s session 
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W U1 consist of an exchange of opinions 
and formulation of recommendations, 
the discussion of which, if written, would 
fall within exemption (5) of 5 U.S.C. 552 
ib) and that a closed session may be held, 
if necessary, to discuss certain documents 
and information which are privileged 
and fall within exemption (4) of 5 U.S.C. 
552(b). Further, any non-exempt ma¬ 
terial that will be discussed during the 
above closed sessions w T ill be inextricably 
intertwined with exempt material, and 
no further separation of this material is 
considered practical. It is essential to 
close such portions of the meeting to pro¬ 
tect such privileged information and pro¬ 
tect the free interchange of internal 
views and to avoid undue interference 
with agency or Committee operation. 

Practical considerations may dictate 
alterations in the above agenda or 
schedule. 

The Chairman of the Subcommittee is 
empowered to conduct the meeting in 
a manner that in his judgment will facil¬ 
itate the orderly conduct of business, in¬ 
cluding provisions to carry over an in- 
completed open session from one day to 
the next. 

With respect to public participation in 
the open portion of the meeting, the fol¬ 
lowing requirements shall apply: 

(a) Persons wishing to submit written 
statements regarding the agenda item 
may do so by mailing 25 copies thereof, 
postmarked no later than November 1, 
1974 to the Executive Secretary. Advisory 
Committee on Reactor Safeguards, U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20545. Such comments shall be 
based upon documents which are on file 
and available for public inspection at the 
Atomic Energy Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20545. 

(b) Those persons submitting a writ¬ 
ten statement in accordance with para¬ 
graph (a) above may request an oppor¬ 
tunity to make oral statements concern¬ 
ing the written statement. Such requests 
shall accompany the written statement 
and shall set forth reasons justifying the 
need for such oral statement and its use¬ 
fulness to the Subcommittee. To the ex¬ 
tent that the time available for the meet¬ 
ing permits, the Subcommittee will re¬ 
ceive oral statements during a period of 
no more than 30 minutes at an appro¬ 
priate time, chosen by the Chairman of 
the Subcommittee, between the hours of 
1:30 p.m. and 3:30 p.m. on November 9, 
1974. 

<c> Requests for the opportunity to 
make oral statements shall be ruled on 
by the Chairman of the Subcommittee 
who is empowered to apportion the time 
available among those selected by him 
to make oral statements. 

( d) Information as to whether the 
meeting has been cancelled or resched¬ 
uled and in regard to the Chairman’s 
ruling on requests for the opportunity to 
present oral statements, and the time 
allotted, can be obtained by a prepaid 
telephone call on November 7,1974 to the 
Office of the Executive Secretary of the 
Committee (telephone 301-973-S640) be¬ 
tween 8:30 a.m. and 5:15 p.m.. Eastern 
Time. 


(e > Questions may be propounded only 
by members of the Subcommittee and its 
consultants. 

(f) Seating for the public will be avail¬ 
able on a first-come, first-served basis. 

(g> The use of still, motion picture, 
and television cameras, the physical in¬ 
stallation and presence of which will not 
interfere with the conduct of the meeting, 
will be permitted both before and after 
the meeting and during any recess. The 
use of such equipment will not, however, 
be allowed while the meeting is in session. 

(h) Persons desiring to attend por¬ 
tions of the meeting where proprietary 
information is to be discussed may do 
so by providing to the Executive Secre¬ 
tary, Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards. 1717 H Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20545. 7 days prior to the 
meeting, a copy of an executed agree¬ 
ment with the owner of the proprietary 
information to safeguard this material. 

(i) A copy of the transcript of the 
open portions of the meeting will be 
available for inspection on or after No¬ 
vember 13, 1974 at the Atomic Energy 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street NW.. Washington, D.C. 
20545. Copies of the transcript may be 
reproduced in the Public Document Room 
or may be obtained from Ace Federal 
Reporters, Inc., 415 Second Street NE.. 
Washington, D.C. 20002 (telephone 202- 
547-6222) upon payment of appropriate 
charges. 

(j) On request, copies of the Minutes 
of the meeting will be made available for 
inspection at the Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission Public Document Room, 1717 H 
Street NW.. Washington, D.C. 20545 after 
February 10, 1975. Copies may be ob¬ 
tained upon payment of appropriate 
charges. 

Joe B. La Grone. 

Acting Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

(PR Doc.74-24366 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


[ Docket No. E-8855] 

HISTORICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Change to Notice of Meeting 

October 15, 1974. 

The notice of the October 31, 1974, 
meeting of the AEC’s Historical Advisory 
Committee, published at 39 FR 28925, 
August 12, 1974, is revised as follows: 

Agenda item 3., Status of Preliminary 
Research on Volume 3 of A EC History, 
will involve the discussion of Restricted 
Data and other classified information 
and will be closed to the public. 

I have determined in accordance with 
subsection 10(d) of Public Law 92-463, 
that this portion of the meeting will in¬ 
volve the discussion of Restricted Data 
which falls within exemptions (1) and 
(3) of 5 U.S.C. 552(b), and other classi¬ 
fied information which falls within ex¬ 
emption (1) of 5 U.S.C. 552(b). Further, 
any nonexempt material that will be dis¬ 
cussed during this portion of the meeting 
will be inextricably intertwined with dis¬ 
cussion of the exempt material noted 
above and no separation of this material 
is considered practical. It is essential to 


close this portion of the meeting to avoid 
disclosure of classified information. 

All other aspects of the original notice 
remain as published. 

Joe B. La Grone. 

Acting Advisory Committee 

Managemet Officer. 

|PR Doc.74-24365 Piled 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


GENERAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Notice of Meeting 

October 15,1974. 

In accordance with the purposes of 
section 26 of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended (42 U.S.C. 2036), the 
General Advisory Committee will hold 
a meeting on November 6, 7, and 8, 1974, 
in Washington, D.C. 

The following constitutes that portion 
of the Committee’s agenda for the above 
meeting which will be open to the pub¬ 
lic, from 10 to 11:30 a.m. and from 2:30 
to 4:30 on Thursday, November 7, in 
Room 1115 of the Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission Offices located at 1717 H Street. 
NW. 

10-11:30 ajn.—Estimates of uranium sup¬ 
plies and costs—Frank P. Baranowski, Di¬ 
rector, Division of Production & Materials 
Management. 

2:30-4:30 p.m.—Clinch River Demonstra¬ 
tion Reactor and Past-Flux Test Facility 
programs—Thomas A. Nemzek, Director, 
Division of Reactor R&D. 

In addition to the above agenda items, 
the Committee will meet with members 
of AEC Headquarters Offices and hold 
executive sessions not open to the public 
undei the authority of section 10(d) of 
Pub. L. 92-463 (Federal Advisory Com¬ 
mittee Act) to exchange opinions and 
formulate recommendations on the above 
topics and other agenda matters (Pro¬ 
jections for Nuclear Weapons R&D. 
Laser Isotopes Separation Program, Nu¬ 
clear Safeguards Program, and Laser 
Fusion Program). I have determined 
that it is necessary to close these portions 
of the meeting to discuss certain in¬ 
formation that is classified as Restricted 
Data and falls within exemptions (1) 
and (3) of 5 U.S.C. 552(b); is privileged 
and falls within exemption (4) of 5 
U.S.C. 552(b); and to exchange opinions 
and formulate recommendations, the 
discussion of which, if written, would fall 
within exemption (5) of 5 U.S.C. 552(b); 
that any nonexempt material that may 
be discussed at these sessions will be in¬ 
extricably intertwined with the discus¬ 
sion of exempt material and no further 
separation is practical. It is essential 
to close such portions of the meeting 
to protect such privileged information 
and to protect the free interchange of 
internal views and avoid undue interfer¬ 
ence with Commission and Committee 
operation. 

Practical considerations may dictate 
alterations in the above agenda or 
schedule. 

The Chairman is empowered to con¬ 
duct the meeting in a manner that in his 
judgment will facilitate the orderly 
conduct of business. 
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With respect to public participation 
in the above agenda items, the follow¬ 
ing requirements shall apply: 

(a) Persons wishing to submit writ¬ 
ten statements on the agenda items 
noted above may do so by mailing 12 
copies thereof, postmarked not later 
than October 29, 1974, to the Secretary, 
General Advisory Committee, U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission, Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20545. Such comments shall be 
based upon the above agenda items. 

<b> Information as to whether the 
meeting has been rescheduled or relo¬ 
cated can be obtained by a prepaid tele¬ 
phone call on November 5 to the Office 
of the Secretary of the Committee (tele¬ 
phone: 301-973-5637) between 8:30 a.m. 
and 5 p.m., Eastern Time. 

(c) Questions may be propounded 
only by members of the Committee. 

(d) Seating for the public will be 
available on a first-come, first-served 
basis. 

(e) The use of cameras, the physical 
installation and presence of which will 
not interfere with the course of the 
meeting, will be permitted both before 
and after the meeting and during any 
recess. The use of such equipment will 
not, however, be allowed while the meet¬ 
ing is in session. 

(f) Copies of minutes of the public 
sessions will be made available for copy¬ 
ing, in accordance with the Federal Ad¬ 
visory Committee Act, beginning No¬ 
vember 29, 1974 at the Atomic Energy 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street, NW. Washington, D.C. 
20545, upon payment of all charges re¬ 
quired by law. 

Joe B. La Grone, 

Acting Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 

(FR Doc.74-24363 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 amj 


(Docket No. 50-321J 

GEORGIA TOWER CO. 

Notice of Issuance of Amendment to 
Facility Operating License 

Notice is hereby given that the U.S. 
Atomic Energy Commission (the Com¬ 
mission) has issued Amendment No. 2 
to Facility Operating License No. DPRr- 
57 issued to the Georgia Power Com¬ 
pany (the licensee) which revised Tech¬ 
nical Specifications for operation of the 
Edwin I. Hatch Nuclear Plant Unit 1 (the 
facility), located in Appling County, 
Georgia. The amendment is effective as 
of its date of issuance. 

The amendment permits operation of 
the facility at steady state reactor core 
power levels not in excess of 2436 mega¬ 
watts thermal and provides a condition 
on blowdown discharge temperatures to 
the Altamaha River consistent with 
thermal limitations approved by the 
State of Georgia. On August 6, 1974, ac¬ 
tivities authorized under License No. 
DPR-57 were temporarily limited to fuel 
loading, low power testing, and opera¬ 
tion at reactor core power levels not in 
excess of 24 megawatts thermal (1 per¬ 
cent of the facility rated power level of 
2436 megawatts thermal) until a number 
of remaining items set forth in the Tech¬ 


nical Specifications have been satisfac¬ 
torily completed. It has been determined 
by the Director of Regulatory Operations 
that these remaining items have been 
satisfactorily completed; therefore, the 
‘ Temporary Restrictions” have been de¬ 
leted from the Technical Specifications. 

The application for license complies 
with the requirements of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, as amended (the 
Act), and the Commission’s rules and 
regulations. The Commission has made 
appropriate findings as required by the 
Act and the Commission’s rules and 
regulations in 10 CFR Chapter I, which 
are set forth in the license amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) Amendment No. 2 to Li¬ 
cense No. DPR-57, with any attach¬ 
ments, and (2) the Commission’s re¬ 
lated Safety Evaluation. These items are 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street, NW., Washington. D.C. 
and at the Appling County Public 
Library, Parker Street, Baxley, Georgia 
31513. 

A copy of items (1) and (2) may be 
obtained upon request addressed to the 
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20545, Attention: Deputy 
Director for Reactor Projects, Direc¬ 
torate of Licensing—Regulation. 

Dated at Bethesda. Maryland, this 
13th day of October, 1974. 

Atomic Energy Commission 

Francis J. Williams, Jr., 
Acting Br. Chief, Light Water 
Reactor Projects Branch 2-1, 
Directorate of Licensing. 

(FR Doc.74-24367 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 amj 


(Docket Nos. 50-483A and 50-486AJ 

UNION ELECTRIC CO. 

Receipt of Attorney General’s Advice and 
Time for Filing of Petitions to Intervene 
on Antitrust Matters 


October 3,1974. 

The Commission lias received, pursu¬ 
ant to section 105c. of the Atomic Energy 
Act of 1954, as amended, a letter of ad¬ 
vice from the Attorney General of the 
United States, dated October 3, 1974, a 
copy of which is attached as Appendix A. 

Any person whose interest may be af¬ 
fected by this proceeding may, pursuant 
to section 2.714 of the Commission’s 
“Rules of Practice,” 10 CFR Part 2, file 
a petition for leave to intervene and re¬ 
quest a hearing on the antitrust aspects 
of the application. Petitions for leave to 
intervene and requests for hearing shall 
be filed by November 20, 1974 either (1) 
by delivery to the AEC Public Docketing 
and Service Section at 1717 H Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C., or (2) by mail or 
telegram addressed to the Secretary, 
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20545, ATTN: Docketing and 
Service Section. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Jerome Saltzman, 
Deputy Chief, Office of Anti¬ 
trust & Indemnity, Director¬ 
ate of Licensing. 


Appendix "A”— Union Electric Company, 

Callaway Plant, Units 1 & 2, AEC Docket 

Nos. STN 50-483A and STN 50-486A, De¬ 
partment of Justice File 60-415-91 

You have requested our advice pursuant 
to the provisions of section 105 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954, 68 Stat. 919, 42 U.S.C. 
2011-2296. as amended by P.L. 91-560! 84 
Stat. 1472, in regard to the above -cited ap¬ 
plication. 

introduction 

The two Callaway Plant units to be built 
by Union Electric Company are scheduled 
for completion and commercial operation in 
October. 1981 and April, 1983, respectively. 
Each unit will produce approximately 1150 
MW of electricity at full power. The facil¬ 
ity will be located in Callaway Comity, 
Missouri, five miles north of the Missouri 
River and about ten miles southeast of Ful¬ 
ton, Missouri. The total cost of the plant is 
presently estimated to be $1,644,000,000. 

the applicant 

Union Electric Co. is headquartered in 
St. Louis, Missouri. Together with its two 
wholly-owned subsidiaries, Missouri Power 
and Light Co. (MP&L) and Missouri Edison 
Co. (MoEd ), 1 it is primarily engaged in the 
generation, transmission, distribution and 
sale of electricity to the approximately 843.- 
000 customers of the total system. In addi¬ 
tion. it supplies gas purchased from non- 
affillated pipeline companies to some 69 
Missouri communities and to the City of 
Alton, Illinois, and vicinity . 1 It also supplies 
steam heating service to the downtown 
business section of St. Louis, Missouri. How¬ 
ever, of Its total system operating revenues 
of approximately $417.9 million in 1973, 
fully 95.5 percent was derived from electric 
operations. 

Applicant’s electric service territory cov¬ 
ers a 19.000 square mile area In Missouri, 
Illinois and Iowa along the Mississippi and 
Missouri Rivers. It comprises roughly the 
northeastern quadrant of the State of Mis¬ 
souri. including the greater St. Louis metro¬ 
politan area, as well as the southeastern tip 
of Iowa and the environs of Alton. East St. 
Louis and Hamilton. Illinois. Just across the 
Mississippi River. This area Includes an es¬ 
timated population of almost 2,500,000. 

Although the Callaway Plant will be Ap¬ 
plicant’s first nuclear electric facility, it 
presently operates a number of steam, com¬ 
bustion turbine, hydroelectric and pumped- 
storage generating facilities with a total 
capacity of 5.789 MW. The system’s gross 
instantaneous peak load for 1973 was 5,138 
MW. The system owns approximately 5,227 
circuit miles of electric transmission lines, 
of which at least 2,800 circuit miles were 
operated at 138 kv or above, together with 
a large network of overhead and under¬ 
ground cable distribution lines. Electric 
operating revenues in 1973 totalled $399 
million, of which 40 percent was derived 
from residential sales, 16.8 percent commer¬ 
cial sales, 36.2 percent industrial and other 
large power and light sales, and 4.5 percent 
sales to other electric utilities. 


'Hereafter, unless otherwise noted, ref¬ 
erence to Union Electric will be understood 
to cover the combined operations of the 
three affiliates. 

3 In approving a proposal by Union Elec¬ 
tric to acquire Missouri Utilities Company 
of Cape Girardeau, Mo., a Securities and 
Exchange Commission administrative law 
Judge required the divestiture of, among 
other things, the gas properties of Union 
Electric and its subsidiaries. The full Com¬ 
mission, still retaining Jurisdiction, has held 
that these properties may be retained for 
the time being. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 39, NO. 204—MONDAY, OCTOBER 21, 1974 








NOTICES 


37415 


relations with other utilities 

Onion Electric is the largest of the major 
Investor-owned utilities in its general area. 
Others with whom it Is interconnected are 
Central Illinois Public Service Co. and Illi¬ 
nois Power Co. to the east; Iowa-1111 nois Gas 
and Electric Co. and Iowa Southern Utilities 
Co. to the north; Kansas City Power and 
Light Co., St. Joseph Light and Power Co. 
and Missouri Public Service Co. to the west, 
and Arkansas-Missouri Power Co. to the 
south. It also has Interconnection agree¬ 
ments with Tennessee Valley Authority, 
Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. * * 3 and 
Electric Energy. Inc. 4 

Applicant is a member of the Ill in o is- 
Missouri Pool, which also includes Central 
Illinois Public Service Co. and Illinois Power 
Co., and the respective portions of EEI sur¬ 
plus output owned by these three utilities. 
It is also a member of the Mid-America 
Interpool Network (MAIN), a coordinating 
group which includes the members of the 
Wisconsin-Upper Michigan Systems pool and 
various individual municipal, cooperative and 
investor-owned systems in Missouri, Illinois 
and Wisconsin. Through its power exchange 
agreements and other working relationships 
with these neighboring utilities. Union Elec¬ 
tric has been able to obtain the cost and 
reliability benefits available from reserve 
sharing and coordinated planning and opera¬ 
tion. These arrangements have also per¬ 
mitted Applicant to take advantage of econ¬ 
omies of scale by construction of large gen¬ 
erating units such as the Callaway nuclear 
units. 

Aside from its coordination with major 
utilities, Applicant is also a supplier of bulk 
power at wholesale to a number of smaller 
investor owned utilities, municipalities and 
cooperatives. There are a total of 48 other 
systems within or adjacent to Applicant’s 
area. Of these, 34 buy bulk power either from 
Applicant or from others such as the Depart¬ 
ment of the Interior’s Southwestern Power 
Administration, Associated Electric Coopera¬ 
tive, Inc., or one of the other major investor- 
owned companies. At present, 13 systems in 
Missouri and Iowa—12 municipals and one 
cooperative—are purchasing full require¬ 
ments of bulk power from Applicant. In those 
states three investor owned utilities and five 
municipals receive partial bulk power supply 
m addition to self-generation and. in two in¬ 
stances, purchases of bulk power from others. 

COMPETITIVE REVIEW 

Our investigation of other utilities within 
or adjacent to Union Electric’s service area 


*A number of generating and transmis¬ 
sion cooperatives operating in the territory 
served by Applicant are joined together as 

Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. As¬ 
suming responsibility for the power supplies 
of its members. Associated owns and oper¬ 
ates a generating plant near Moberlv. Mis¬ 
souri. with capacity of 452.000 kv. Through 
its six G & T members. Associated also op¬ 
erates 114.000 kv of steam power plant and 

16.800 kv of diesel fuel plant capacity. As¬ 
sociated is interconnected with Union Elec- 
hdc at several points and supplies the 
Applicant with about 28 MW of firm power. 

4 Union Electric owns 40 percent of the 
stock of Energy Electric Co. (EEI), with the 
alance held by three other investor-owned 
companies. EEI owns and operates a six- 
unit electric generating station near Joppa, 
wlth a total capacity of over 1,000 
mw. The plant was built to supply low cost 
power to the Paducah Project of the Atomic 
energy Commission under a 25-year con- 
ract. Currently, Applicant receives from the 
plant 300 MW of firm power from EEI, its 



has revealed a scattering of complaints in¬ 
volving Union Electric. 

One of the eleven wholesale customers 
under Union Electric’s FPC W-2 Electric 
Tariff, the City of Kirkwood, Missouri, called 
attention to its opposition before the Federal 
Power Commission to the company’s pro¬ 
posed wholesale rate increase. The City 
claimed that the new rates had the effect of 
a price squeeze with respect to all classes of 
its customers, but particularly its industrial 
customers. Noting recent FPC decisions that 
It cannot consider competing retail indus¬ 
trial rates In its evaluation of wholesale rate 
increases. Kirkwood urged that the "price 
squeeze’’ be regarded as a situation incon¬ 
sistent with the antitrust laws for which re¬ 
lief in the form of a condition to the Cal¬ 
laway Plant license would be appropriate. 
However, appeal to the courts is still pending 
as to FPC's jurisdiction over price squeeze 
matters. Accordingly, we do not feel it ap¬ 
propriate, particularly in the absence of any 
general pattern of significant anticompeti¬ 
tive activity by Union Electric, to deal with 
the issue in the context of this application. 

The City of Kirkwood was also the only 
utility system to make a specific request to 
Union Electric for participation in the Calla¬ 
way Plant. On July 30. 1974, the Mayor of 
Kirkwood wrote the company expressing an 
interest in obtaining a proposal from it for 
unit power purchases from the plant, to¬ 
gether with estimated service fees to trans¬ 
mit this bulk power to the city’s system. He 
also inquired as to fees for wheeling power to 
the city from other possible sources. Union 
Electric replied on August 22, 1974, indicat¬ 
ing that it was agreeable to Kirkwood’s pur¬ 
chase of unit power from the Callaway Plant 
and to working out the specifics of delivery 
and wheeling charges. It invited further dis¬ 
cussion on all these matters. 

There remain for consideration only a few 
instances of wholesale contract provisions 
brought to our attention, which might raise 
some antitrust questions. Though some of 
these were found to be insubstantial, a few 
provisions appeared sufficiently anticompeti¬ 
tive in effect to warrant action. In its Inter¬ 
change Service Contract with the City of 
Columbia, Missouri, for example, Union Elec¬ 
tric has a provision giving it an effective veto 
over any interconnections by the City with 
third parties beyond those presently existing. 
MP&L general rules and regulations, which 
are incorporated by reference in eight whole¬ 
sale contracts with municipals, give it veto 
power over subsequent use of this bulk pow¬ 
er in parallel with any other power source. 
Absent a specific disclaimer In the individual 
contracts, this gives It the power to prevent 
its municipal customers with self-generating 
capacity from obtaining the benefits of econ¬ 
omies which parallel operations afford. In 
addition, three MP&L contracts Impose re¬ 
straints against certain uses or resales by 
the municipality without its consent. And. 
in the contract with the City of Perry. Mis¬ 
souri, MP&L also maintains an effectual veto 
over any interconnection by the City of the 
parts of its distribution system which are 
receiving wholesale power from MP&L from 
separate input points. This also bars the 
economies afforded by a completely intercon¬ 
nected distribution system. Finally, a pro¬ 
vision in MoEd’s wholesale contract with the 
City of Clarksville provides for an allocation 
of territories bet wen the two utilities as well 
as a ban against resales to others by the City. 

These restrictive provisions have been 
called to the attention of the Applicant; and 
as a result, it has agreed to negotiate with 
its contractual partners to eliminate the ob¬ 
jectionable features and to file amended 
contracts with the appropriate regulatory 


agencies. The specifics of its undertaking 
and the particular changes In the contractual 
provisions are as indicated in the attached 
letter from Union Electric. 

In summary, therefore, the Applicant hits 
agreed to seek amendment to unduly restric¬ 
tive features in its agreements with whole¬ 
sale customers. In the one very recent in¬ 
stance where access to its nuclear facility has 
been sought, it has indicated willingness to 
make appropriate arrangements. 

Because some time will undoubtedly elapse 
before the Commission can complete Its non- 
antitrust review, the Commission will still 
have the liter opportunity to inquire into 
the status of negotiations for unit power pur¬ 
chase from the Callaway Plant prior to is¬ 
suance of a license to construct the plant. 
Accordingly, from the information available 
to us at this time, we conclude that no anti¬ 
trust hearing by the Atomic Energy Com¬ 
mission will be required with respect to this 
application. 

Attachment 

June 28, 1974. 

Nuclear Power Plant, Union Electric Com¬ 
pany, Department op Justice File 60-415-91 

Your staff has called attention to certain 
contract provisions, as set forth in our sub¬ 
mission of data in compliance with 10 CFR 
Part 50, Appendix L, which they feel to 
be unduly restrictive. While Union Electric 
Company (UE) does not agree with this 
conclusion, we hereby agree to the following 
so that no antitrust hearings will be neces¬ 
sary regarding our application to the Atomic 
Energy Commission for license to construct 
and operate the two nuclear units at our pro¬ 
posed Callaway Plant: 

(1) Reference UE’s FPC Rate Schedule 73. 
the Interchange Service Contract dated July 
18, 1967. with the City of Columbia, Missouri. 
UE will enter into negotiations with the City 
of Columbia in an attempt to modify Sec¬ 
tion 9.4 which currently reads: 

In consideration of the benefits to be ob¬ 
tained hereunder, it is agreed that the City 
shall not modify or extend any existing con¬ 
tracts for power interchange with third par¬ 
ties nor enter into other interchange con¬ 
tracts with third parties, except with the 
mutual agreement of the Company. This 
provision does not apply to any agreements 
for sales of power to present or future direct 
customers of the City. 

to read as follows: 

SECTION 9.4—OTHER INTERCONNECTIONS; 

In order to maintain the reliability and 
integrity of the Interconnected system, to 
provide for logical additions to the supply 
and transmission facilities and for equitable 
compensation thereof, and in consideration 
of the benefits to be obtained hereunder, 
it is agreed that the City shall not modify or 
extend any existing contracts for power in¬ 
terchange with third parties or enter into 
other interchange contracts with third par¬ 
ties without sufficient prior written notice 
to and consultation with Company and 
provided that (1) such action will not at 
any time cause Company or other inter¬ 
connected utilities to experience unrelia¬ 
ble interconnected system conditions; (2) 
such action is- technically feasible for both 
City and Company and the connection con¬ 
templated is electrically capable of provid¬ 
ing the service contemplated; (3) City 
shall reimburse Company for all necessary 
costs incurred by Company due to such ac¬ 
tion by City whether of a one-time nature 
such as, but not limited to. modification of 
relay or metering equipment, or of a con¬ 
tinuing nature such as, but not limited to. 
annual carrying charges related to the in- 
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stallation of additional facilities and the 
increased iiBe of Company’s transmission fa- 
cities: and (4) City provides Company not 
less than three years written notice of any 
action under such contract if such action 
may cause Company to modify Its generation 
or transmission planning. Prior to City enter¬ 
ing into new or modifying or extending ex¬ 
isting contracts providing for interconnec¬ 
tion with third pen-ties, written procedures 
shall be established after consultation with 
Company covering operation under condi¬ 
tions as may be contemplated therein. City 
shall assume full responsibility for billing 
demands created under any of the operations 
contemplated in this section. This provision 
does not apply to any agreements for sales 
of power to present or future direct cus¬ 
tomers of the City. 

(2) Reference Missouri Power and Light 
Company’s (MP&L) FPC Rate Schedule 41. 
the agreement with the City of Owensville, 
Missouri. MP&L has agreed that it will enter 
Into negotiations with the City of Owens¬ 
ville In an attempt to add the following 
sentence to Section 5 of that agreement. 
“Municipality may operate its generating 
facilities in parallel with Utility’s system.” 

(3) Reference MP&L’s FPC Rate Sched¬ 
ule 39. the agreement with the City of Perry. 
Missouri. MP&L has agreed that it will enter 
Into negotiations with the City of Perry in 
an attempt to modify paragraph 2.D. which 
currently reads: "Distribution facilities be¬ 
ing served from the two substations shall 
not be Interconnected without consent of 
Utility” to read as follows: “Distribution 
facilities being served from the two substa¬ 
tions shall not be Interconnected without 
prior notification to and consultation with 
Utility to insure safe and reliable system 
operation.” 

(4) Reference MP&L’s FPC Rate Schedule 
43. the agreement with the City of Canton, 
paragraph 5: MP&L’s FPC Rate Schedule 41, 
the agreement with the City of Owensville, 
Missouri, paragraph 4: and MP&L’s agree¬ 
ment with the City of Marceline, Missouri, 
which is to be submitted to the FPC, para¬ 
graph 6 . MP&L has agreed that It will enter 
Into negotiations with the above-named 
parties in an attempt to modify the refer¬ 
enced paragraph of each contract which 
currently reads: “Customer (or Municipality) 
shall purchase from Company (or Utility) 
all energy required for Its above-mentioned 
needs during the fulfillment of this agree¬ 
ment and agrees further that it will not use 
or resell this electrical energy for any pur¬ 
pose whatsoever except as herein provided 
for without the written consent of Company 
(or Utility)” to read as follows: “In order to 
maintain the reliability and Integrity of the 
Interconnected system, to provide for the 
safe operation of the Company’s (or Utility’s) 
facilities, and to insure the flow of informa¬ 
tion necessary so that Company (or Utility) 
may. on a logical basis, plan for additional 
load on its supply and transmission facili¬ 
ties. Customer (or Municipality) shall give 
Company (or Utility) reasonable advance 
written notice of all proposed new municipal 
use or resale of this electrical energy which 
will constitute a substantial addition and 
shall consult with Company (or Utility) 
prior to such use or resale to determine that 
such use or resale is consistent with safe 
and reliable system operation.” 

(5) Reference Missouri Edison (MoEd) 
Company’s agreement with the City of 
Clarksville. Missouri, dated September 4, 1978. 
MoEd has agreed that it will enter into 
negotiations with Clarksville in an attempt 
to replace paragraph 6 of that agreement 
which reads: “Six. Service supplied here¬ 
under shall not be resold by City in territory 
outside City and served by the Company, 
except to those customers now being served 
by City, nor shall it be sold by City to any 


other party for subsequent resale,” with 
language identical to that set out in (4) 
above. 

It Is our understanding that the agree¬ 
ments as set forth above fully satisfy all 
complaints as raised by your staff. 

Please acknowledge receipt of this letter. 

(FR Doc.74-24299 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 

CITIZENS' ADVISORY COUNCIL ON 
THE STATUS OF WOMEN 
NOTICE OF MEETING 

Notice is hereby given of a meeting to 
be held by the Citizens’ Advisory Council 
on the Status of Women established by 
Executive Order 11126 of November 1, 
1963. 

The meeting will begin on Novem¬ 
ber 8, 1974, at 9:30 am. in Room 3428 
of the Department of Labor Building, 
14th and Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. The meeting will re¬ 
convene at 9:30 a.m. on November 9 in 
the Council Room of the Washington 
Hotel, 15th & Pennsylvania Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

During the course of the meeting the 
following subjects will be discussed in 
the following order: The Election— 
Women and the Equal Rights Amend¬ 
ment; International Women's Year; 
Part-time Employment in the Federal 
Service (S. 2022); Treatment of Men 
and Women Under the Social Security 
System; Women and the Criminal Jus¬ 
tice System; and Discussion, Recommen¬ 
dations, and Future Program. 

Members of the public are invited to 
attend the proceedings. 

Any written data, views, or arguments 
received by the Council’s executive sec¬ 
retary concerning the subjects to be con¬ 
sidered on or before November 5th, to¬ 
gether with 25 duplicated copies will be 
provided to the members and will be In¬ 
cluded in the minutes of the meeting. 

Interested persons wishing to address 
the Council at the meeting should submit 
a request to be heard to the executive 
secretary no later than November 1,1974, 
stating the nature of their intended pres¬ 
entation and the amount of time they 
will need. At the commencement of the 
meeting the chairperson will announce 
the extent to which time will permit the 
granting of such requests. 

Communications to the executive sec¬ 
retary should be addressed as follows: 

Ms. Catherine East. Executive Secretary 
Citizens' Advisory Council on the Status of 

Women 

Room 1336, Department of Labor Building 
Washington, D.C. 20210 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 11th 
day of October 1974. 

Catherine East, 
Executive Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-24473 Filed 10-18~74;8:45 am) 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION 
Notice of Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that a briefing 
will be made by the above Administration 


on October 23. 1974, at 10 a.m. (local 
time), in Room 1027, Universal Building 
1825 Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., to coordinate efforts for con¬ 
serving energy and to exchange ideas 
and viewpoints. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., Octo¬ 
ber 16, 1974. 

[seal] Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary , 

]FR Doc.74-24489 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. 26772; Agreement CAR. 24673* * 
Order 74-10-76] 

HAWAII COMMON FARES 
Order Approving Agreement 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington. D.C, 
on the 15th day of October, 1974. 

Pursuant to authority granted in Order 
74-7-147, the Intra-Hawaii and main- 
land-Hawaii carriers met September 4 
through 7, 1974, to discuss common-fare 
arrangements in connection with main¬ 
land-Hawaii travel. 1 As a result of the 
discussions, there has been filed with 
the Board, pursuant to section 412 at 
the Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as 
amended, an agreement on behalf of the 
10 carriers. All eligible carriers partici¬ 
pated in the discussions and have signed 
the agreement. 

The agreement provides that a tariff 
will be filed on the carriers’ behalf con¬ 
taining common-fare charges and rules 
to implement the provisions agreed upon 
as soon as approval is obtained from tlxe 
Board. The new tariff will reflect an 
increase In the present common-fare 
stopover charge from $8.33 to $9.26. In 
addition, the new tariff will provide for a 
stopover charge (also $9.26) at the point 
of outward destination, unless that is the 
only point of stopover in the State of 
Hawaii 

The agreement also provides that the 
additional amounts stemming from the 
Increased stopover charge will accrue to 
the mainland carriers; ■ that absorption 
by the mainland carriers of the intra- 
Hawaii carriers' local fares will be fixed 
at 80 percent of present fares; and that 
in the future when an intra-Hawaiian 
carrier increases Its fares it will make a 
commensurate increase in the stopover 
charge, with all the increase accruing to 
the inter-island carrier. Finally, the par¬ 
ties to the agreement have established a 
task force to investigate the problems 
relating to reissuance and settlement of 
Hawaiian Common Fares tickets. 


1 Aloha Airlines, Inc., American Airlines. 
Inc., Br&nlff Airways, Inc., Continental Air 
Lines, Inc., Hawaiian Airlines. Inc., North¬ 
west Airlines, Inc., Pan American World Air¬ 
ways. Inc., Trans World Airlines, Inc., United 
Air Lines, Inc., Western Air Lines. Inc. 

* Presently, the mainland carrier receives 
$6.83 of the charge where the stopover is at 
the passenger’s point of entry or departure 
and $2.83 when the stopover is at an online 
point en route. Thus under the agreement 
these Amounts will be increased to $7.76 and 
$3.76, respectively. 
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justifications have been submitted in 
support of the agreement by Continental 
and United, and are summarized in Ap¬ 
pendix A filed as part of the original 
document. No comments in opposition to 
the agreement have been filed. 

In authorizing the discussions which 
led to the agreement before us. the Board 
questioned the equity of the present 
common-fare arrangement both as be¬ 
tween the mainland and the intra- 
Hawaiian carriers and between visitors 
from the mainland versus residents of 
the State. Specifically, the Board indi¬ 
cated concern with the degree of revenue 
absorption being sustained by the main¬ 
land carriers, noting that one-half of the 
additonal revenue accruing to the Ha¬ 
waiian carriers from a fare increase is 
derived from common-fare payments 
made by the mainland carriers. In the 
Board’s opinion the agreement is re¬ 
sponsive to these concerns and repre¬ 
sents a significant improvement in the 
method by which common-fare travel is 
provided. It also preserves the avail¬ 
ability of such travel intact and is. there¬ 
fore. consistent with the carriers’ cer¬ 
tificate requirements. 

The increase in the stopover charge 
has several desired effects. It places more 
of the cost of common-fare travel on 
users rather than on the mainland car¬ 
riers. As a result, the cost which must be 
included in the carriers’ fare base and 
which must be paid by all mainland pas¬ 
sengers, users and non-users of the com¬ 
mon fare alike, is diminished. Since the 
additional revenue will be retained by the 
mainland carriers, their revenue absorp¬ 
tion will likewise be diminished. The in¬ 
creased stopover charge also has the ef¬ 
fect of reducing the price differential 
which now exists between local passen¬ 
gers and visitors from the mainland. On 
the other hand, the increase generally 
represents considerably less than five 
percent of the total fare to Hawaii, and 
in our opinion is not likely to discourage 
a significant amount of travel to the 
outer islands. The Hawaiian carriers ap¬ 
pear to share this view since they are 
signatories to the agreement. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 102, 204(a) and 412 thereof, the 
Board does not find Agreement C.A.B. 
24673 to be adverse to the public inter¬ 
est or in violation of the Act. 

Accordingly, it is ordered. That: 

1. Agreement C.A.B. 24673 is hereby 
approved. 

2. This order shall be served upon 
Aloha Airlines, Inc., American Airlines, 
Inc.. Braniff Airways, Inc., Continental 
Air Lines, Inc., Hawaiian Airlines, Inc., 
Northwest Airlines, Inc., Pan American 
World Airways, Inc., Trans World Air¬ 
lines, Inc., United Air Lines, Inc., West¬ 
ern Air Lines, Inc., Airline Tariff Pub¬ 
lishers, Inc., and the County and State 
of Hawaii. 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board: 

TsealI Edwin Z. Holland, 

Secretary. 

[PR Doc.74-24488 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am| 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 

FEDERAL EMPLOYEES PAY COUNCIL 
Notice of Meeting 

Pursuant to section 10(a) (2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Public 
Law 92-463, notice is hereby given that 
the Federal Employees Pay Council will 
meet at 2:00 p.m. on Wednesday, Octo¬ 
ber 30, 1974, to begin discussions on the 
fiscal year 1976 comparability adjust¬ 
ment for the statutory pay systems of the 
Federal Government. 

This meeting will consist of two por¬ 
tions. 

The first portion will include discus¬ 
sions of projected agency budget require¬ 
ments which are precluded by law from 
public discussion prior to submission of 
the President’s budget. Therefore, the Di¬ 
rector of the Office of Management and 
Budget and the Chairman of the Civil 
Service Commission, who serve jointly 
as the President’s agent under 5 U.S.C. 
5305 and Executive Order 11721, have 
determined that this portion of the meet¬ 
ing falls within exemption (3) of 5 U.S.C. 
552(b), and accordingly will not be open 
to the public. 

The second portion will include dis¬ 
cussions of the internal personnel rules 
and practices of an agency. The Presi¬ 
dent’s agent has determined that this 
portion of the meeting falls within ex¬ 
emption (2) of 5 U.S.C. 552(b), and ac¬ 
cordingly will not be open to the public. 

For the President’s agent: 

Richard H. Hall, 
Advisory Committee Manage¬ 
ment Officer for the Presi¬ 
dent's Agent. 

(FRDoc.74-24406 Filed 10-18-74; 8:45 am| 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[OPP -32000/127; FRL 27G-4J 

RECEIPT OF APPLICATIONS FOR 
PESTICIDE REGISTRATION 

Data To Be Considered in Support of 
Applications 

On November 19, 1973, the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency (EPA) pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (38 FR 
31862) its interim policy with respect to 
the administration of section 3(c) (1) (D) 
of the Federal Ins ecticid e, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act <FIFRA), as amended. 
This policy provides that EPA will, upon 
receipt of every application for registra¬ 
tion, publish in the Federal Register a 
notice containing the information shown 
below. The labeling furnished by the ap¬ 
plicant will be available for examination 
at the Environmental Protection Agency, 
Room EB-37, East Tower, 401 M Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20460. 

Any person who (a) is or has been an 
applicant, (b) believes that data he de¬ 
veloped and submitted to EPA on or after 
October 21, 1972, is being used to sup¬ 
port an application described in this 
notice, (c) desires to assert a claim for 
compensation under section 3(c)(1)(D) 
for such use of his data, and (d) wishes to 
preserve his right to have the Adminis¬ 


trator determine the amount of reasona¬ 
ble compensation to which he is entitled 
for such use of the data, must notify the 
Administrator and the applicant named 
in the notice in the Federal Register of 
his claim on or before December 26, 1974, 
by certified mail. Notification to the Ad¬ 
ministrator should be addressed to the 
Information Coordination Section, Tech¬ 
nical Services Division (WH-569), Office 
of Pesticide Programs, 401 M Street SW.. 
Washington, D.C. 20460. Every such 
claimant must include, at a minimum, 
the information listed in the interim 
policy of November 19,1973. 

Applications submitted under 2(a) or 
2(b) of the interim policy will be proc¬ 
essed to completion in accordance with 
existing procedures. Applications submit¬ 
ted under 2(c) of the interim policy can¬ 
not be made final until the 60 day period 
has expired. If no claims are received 
within the 60 day period, the 2(c) appli¬ 
cation will be processed according to 
normal procedure. However, if claims are 
received within the 60 day period, the 
applicants against whom the claims are 
asserted will be advised of the alterna¬ 
tives available under the Act. No claims 
will be accepted for possible EPA adjudi¬ 
cation which are received after Decem¬ 
ber 26.1974. 

Applications Received 

EPA File Symbol 3862—LE. A. B. C. Com¬ 
pounding Co., Inc., PO Box 932, Atlanta 
GA 30301. CHERRY-O-DIS 27-42 CHERRY 
ODOR DISINFECTANT. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: n-Alkyl (60 percent C14, 30 percent 
C16. 5 percent C12, 5 percent C18) dimethyl 
benzyl ammonium chlorides 2.25 percent; 
n-Alkyl (68 percent C12, 32 percent C14) 
dimethyl ethylbenzyi ammonium chlorides 
2.25 percent; Sodium Carbonate 3.00 per¬ 
cent. Method of Support: Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 3862-LN. A. B. C. Com¬ 
pounding Co., Inc. PINE-O-DIS 27-42 PINE 
ODOR DISINFECTANT. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: n-Alkyl (60 percent C14. 30 percent 
C16, 5 percent C12, 5 percent C18) dimethyl 
benzyl ammonium chlorides 2.26 percent; 
n-Alkyl (68 percent C12. 32 percent C14) 
dimethyl ethylbenzyi ammonium chlorides 
2.25 percent; Sodium Carbonate 3.00 per¬ 
cent. Method of Support; Application pro¬ 
ceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 3862-LR. A. B. C. Com¬ 
pounding Co., Inc. MINT-O-DIS 27-42 
MINT ODOR DISINFECTANT. Active In¬ 
gredients: n-Alkyl (60 percent C14, 30 per¬ 
cent C16, 5 percent C12. 5 percent C18) 
dimethyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 2.25 
percent; n-Alkyl (68 percent C12, 32 per¬ 
cent C14) dimethyl ethylbenzyi ammonium 
chlorides 2.25 percent; Sodium Carbonate 
"3.00 percent. Method of Support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 
EPA File Symbol 3862-UO. A. B. C. Com¬ 
pounding Co., Inc. LEM-O-DIS 27-42 LEM¬ 
ON ODOR DISINFECTANT. Active ingre¬ 
dients: n-Alkyl (60 percent 04. 30 percent 
06, 5 percent 02. 5 percent 08) di¬ 
methyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 2.25 
percent; n-Alkyl (68 percent 02, 32 per¬ 
cent 04) dimethyl ethylbenzyi ammoni¬ 
um chlorides 2.25 percent: Sodium Carbon¬ 
ate 3.00 percent. Method of Support: Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(b) of Interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 10190-RE. Penetone Div , 
Amerace Corp., 74 Hudson Ave., Tenafly 
NJ 07670. PENETONE DC. Active Ingredi¬ 
ents: Sodium metasilicate 3.0 percent; 
Tetrasodlum salt of ethylene diamine tet- 
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raftcetlc acid 1.8 peroent. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 12017-E. Apter Industries, 
Inc., PO Box 456, McKeesport PA 15134. 
APPRO PHENZ. Active Ingredients: n- 
Alkyl (60 peroent C14, 30 percent C16, 5 
percent Cl2. 5 percent C18) dimethyl ben¬ 
zyl ammonium chlorides 0.8 percent; n- 
Alkyl (68 percent C12, 32 percent C14) di¬ 
methyl ethylbenzyl ammonium chlorides 
0.8 percent; Sodium Metasilicate 2.4 per¬ 
cent; Tetrasodium ethyleuediamine tetra¬ 
acetate 1.0 percent. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(b) of in¬ 
terim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 3770-GRI. Economy Prod¬ 
ucts Co., Inc., PO Box 427, Shenandoah IA 
51601. TOMATO DUST—A A A. Active In¬ 
gredients: Endosulfan (Hexachlorohexahy- 
dromethano-2,4,3-benzodioxat.hlepin ox¬ 
ide) 3.00 percent; Captan: N-(trichloro- 
methyl) thio-4-cyclohexane-1,2-dlcarboxi- 
mide) 5.00 percent. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 11497-L. Enviro Chem Corp., 
PO Box 29113, Dallas TX 75229. LEMON 
FRESH FUNGICIDAL-DISINFECTANT-DE¬ 
ODORIZER-CLEANER. Active Ingredients: 
Isopropyl Alcohol 1.55 percent; n-Alkyl (50 
percent C14. 40 percent C12, 10 percent 
C16) dimethyl benzyl ammonium chlorides 
1.47 percent; Essential Oils 0.67 percent; 
Ethanol 0.36 percent; Trisodium salt of N- 
(2-Hydroxyethyl) ethylene diamine trl- 
acetic acid 0.20 percent. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(c) of 
interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 279-EOOR. FMC Corp.. Agri¬ 
cultural Chemical Div., 100 Niagara St., 
Middleport NT 14105. CANINE AEROSOL 
INSECTICIDE. Active Ingredients: Pyre- 
thrins 0.07 percent: Rotenone 0.03 percent; 
Other' Cube’ Extractives 0.06 percent: Pe¬ 
troleum Distillate 0.28 percent. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 407-GIR. Imperial Inc., PO 
Box 423, Shenandoah LA 51601. IMPERIAL 
VEGETABLE DUST. Active Ingredients: 
Maneb; manganous ethylene blsdithiocar- 
bamate 10.00 percent: Carbaryl; 1-naphthyl 
methylcarbanmte 6.25 percent. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 6957-A. Industrias Naclo- 
nales Inc., Felix Feliciano Morales, Calle 
Jordan 704-Parada 2 6%, Santurce PR 
00916. CON WARFARINA MASACRE. Active 
Ingredients: Warfarin (3-(Alpha-Acetonyl- 
benzyl)-4-HydroxycOumarin 0.025 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 6957-G. Industrias Nacio- 
nales I nc. C AMISA SERIA CUCARACHI- 
CIDA NUEVO. Active Ingredients: Petro¬ 
leum Distillates 97.553 percent; Malathion 
1.460 percent; Piperonyl Butoxlde, Tech¬ 
nical 0.180 percent: Pyrethrins 0.27 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 6957-L . In dustrias Nacio- 
nales Inc. CRESO DISINFECT ANTE. Active 
Ingredients: Tar Acid Oil 18.00 percent; 
Soap 6.00 percent. Method of Support: 
Application proceeds under 2(c) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol G957-U. Industrias Nacion- 
ales Inc. C AMTS A SERIA CUCARACHICIDA. 
Active Ingredients: Malathon 6.2 peroent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 635-ATR. E-Z-Flo Chem¬ 
ical Co., Div. of Kirs to Co., PO Box 808, 
Lansing MI 48903. E-Z-FLO CROP GUARD. 
Active Ingredients: Methoxychlor, tech¬ 


nical 20.0 percent; 0, 0-diethyl 0-(2-iso- 
propyl-6-methyl-4-pjrimidlnyl ) phosphor- 
othioate 10.0 percent; Xylene 63.0 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 1021-RGET. McLaughlin 
Gormley King Co., 8810 Tenth Ave. N., 
Minneapolis MN 55427. PYROCIDE GAR¬ 
BAGE CAN CONCENTRATE 7232. Active 
Ingredients: Pyrethrins 0.50 percent; Piper¬ 
onyl butoxlde. technical 1.00 percent; N- 
octyl bicycloheptenedlcarboxlmide 1.65 
percent; Di-n-propyl lsocinch omeronate 
(R—326) 1.25 percent; Methoxychlor, tech¬ 
nical 7.50 percent; Pine Oil 1.25 percent: 
Petroleum distillate 49.35 percent. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2 (c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 14099-R. Mesa Sanitary 
Supply Oo.. 601 Pitkin, Grand Junction 
CO 81501. SANITIZING RINSE DISIN¬ 
FECTANT-SANITIZER-DEODORIZER. Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients: n-Alkyl (60 percent 
C14, 30 percent C16, 6 percent C12, 5 per¬ 
cent Cl8) dimethyl benzyl ammonium 
chlorides 5 percent; n-Alkyl (68 percent 
C12, 32 peroent C14) dimethyl ethylbenzyl 
ammonium chlorides 5 percent. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(b) 
of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 6020-RI. Mom Chemical Co., 
Inc., 7775 NW. 66th St., Miami FL 33166. 
ATTACK RESIDUAL INSECTICIDE. Ac¬ 
tive Ingredients: Pyrethrins 0.052 percent; 
Piperonyl Butoxlde. Technical 0.260 per¬ 
cent; Chloropyrifos (0,0-dlethyl 0-(3.5,6- 
trichloro - 2 - pyrldyl) phosphorothloate) 
0.500 percent; Petroleum Distillate 98.736 
percent. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 13680-RT. Ozark Chemical 
Co.. 4133 E. 10th St., North Little Rock AR 
72114. SANADINE FOR SANITIZING. 
CLEANING, DISINFECTING. Active Ingre¬ 
dients: Nonylphenoxypoly (ethoxy) etha¬ 
nol—Iodine Complex (containing 1.75 per¬ 
cent titratable Iodine) 13.75 percent; Phos¬ 
phoric Acid 6.00 percent. Method of Sup¬ 
port: Application proceeds under 2(b) of 
interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 432-LGI. S. B. Penick & Co., 
a Unit of CPC International, Inc., 100 
Church St., New York NT 10007. COATED 
PROLIN. Active Ingredients: 3-(alpha- 
ace tonylbenzyl) -4-hvdroxycoumarln 0.025 
percent: N2(2-Quinoxalinyl)sulfanilamide 
sulfaquinoxallne) 0.025 percent. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 9215-L. Pool Water Prod¬ 
ucts, 11601 Anabel Ave., Garden Grove CA 
92643. ALL CLEAR POOL START. Active 
Ingredients: Sodium diohloro-s-triazine- 
trione dihydrate 49.1 percent. Method of 
Support: Application proceeds under 2(c) 
of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 11547-RN. Share Corp., PO 
Box 9, Brookfield WI 53005. GERMICIDAL 
CLEANER. Active Ingredients: N-alkyl 
(60 percent C14, 30 percent C16, 5 peroent 
C12, 5 percent C18) dimethyl benzyl am¬ 
monium chlorides 1.5 percent; Anhydrous 
Sodium Metasilicate 3.5 percent; Ethylene- 
diamine tetra&cetlc acid 1.0 percent. 
Method of Support: Application proceeds 
under 2(c) of Interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 12434—L. Springbok Chem¬ 
ical Co., PO Box 398. Pendleton OR 97801. 
CYTHION ULV CONCENTRATE INSECTI¬ 
CIDE. Active Ingredients: Malathion 95 
percent. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File Symbol 10292-EU. Venus Labora¬ 
tories. Inc., 1025 Industrial Drive, Bensen- 
vllle IL 60106. GLYCOL AIR SANITIZER. 
Active Ingredients: Isopropyl Alcohol 12.0 
peroent; Propylene Glycol 47.40 percent; 


Didecyl Dimethyl Ammonium Chloride 
0.12 percent. Method of Support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 
EPA File Symbol 6837-UI. Wilmar, Inc., Po 
Box 3111, Charlotte. NC 28203. ZAP. Active 
Ingredients: (5-Benzyl-3-furyl) methyl 2,2- 
dlmethyl - 3 - (2-methyipropenyl)cyclopro- 
panecarboxylate 0.250 percent; Related 
compounds 0.034 percent; Aromatic pe¬ 
troleum hydrocarbons 0.331 percent; Pe¬ 
troleum distillate 99.375 percent. Method 
of Support: Application proceeds under 
2(c) of interim policy. 

EPA File 8ymbol 6837-UO. Wilmar, Inc. 
CLOBBER. Active Ingredients: (5-Benzyl- 
3-furyi) methyl 2.2-dimethyl-3-(2-methyl- 
propenyl) cyclopropanecarboxylate 0.200 
percent; Related compounds 0.027 percent; 
Aromatic petroleum hydrocarbons 0.265 
percent; Petroleum distillate 99.500 per¬ 
cent. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 
EPA File Symbol 6837-LE. Wilmar. ’ Inc. 
SIMPLICITY 3000. Active Ingredients: 
Polyjoxyethylene (dimethyliminio) ethyl¬ 
ene- (dimethylimln lo) ethylene dicblo- 

ride] 10.0 percent. Method of Support : Ap¬ 
plication proceeds under 2(b) of interim 
policy. 

EPA File Symbol 6837-LN. Wilmar, Inc. BAC- 
TERIO. Active Ingredients: Alkyl (C12 61 
percent. C14 23 percent. C16 11 percent, 
C8 Ac CIO .5 percent. Cl8 2.5 percent) 
dimethyl benzyl ammonium chloride 15.0 
percent. Method of Support: Application 
proceeds under 2(c) of interim policy. 
EPA File Sym bol 6837-LR. Wilmar, Inc. 
SIMPLICITY 2000. Active Ingredients: 
Poly |oxyethylene(dimethyliminio) - ethyl¬ 
ene- (dimethyliminio) ethylene dichloride) 
5.0 percent. Method of Support: Applica¬ 
tion proceeds under 2(b) of interim policy. 

Republished Item 

The following item represents a correction 
and/or change in the list of Applications 
Received previously published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register of September 27. 1974 (39 FR 
84707). 

EPA File Symbol 6837-UR. Wilmar, Inc., PO 
Box 3111, Charlotte NC 28203. SANOPINE 
DISINFECTANT-DEODORANT. Originally 
published as EPA File Symbol 6837-UN. 

Dated: October 5,1974. 

John B. Ritch. Jr„ 

Director , 

Registration Division . 

[FR Doc.74-23708 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


AIR POLLUTION PREVENTION AND 
CONTROL 

Notice of Addition to the List of Categories 
of Stationary Sources 

Section 111 of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 1857C-6) directs the Administra¬ 
tor of the Environmental Protection 
Agency to publish, and from time to 
time revise, a list of categories of sta¬ 
tionary sources which he determines may 
contribute significantly to air pollution 
which causes or contributes to the en- 
dangerment of public health or welfare. 
Within 120 days after the inclusion of a 
category of stationary sources in such 
list, the Administrator is required to 
propose regulations establishing stand¬ 
ards of performance for new and modi¬ 
fied sources within such category. The 
original list of five source categories was 
published March 31. 1971 (36 FR 5931), 
and standards of performance were pro- 
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mulgated December 23, 1971 (36 FR 
24876). A second group of seven was 
published June 11, 1973 <38 FR 15406) 
and standards of performance were pro¬ 
mulgated March 8,1974 (39 FR 9308). 

The Administrator, after evaluating 
available information, has determined 
that ferroalloy production facilities are 
an additional category of stationary 
sources which meets the above require¬ 
ments. Evaluation of other categories of 
stationary sources is in progress, and the 
list will be supplemented from time to 
time as the Administrator deems appro¬ 
priate. Accordingly, notice is given that 
the Administrator, pursuant to section 
111(b)(1)(A) of the Act and after con¬ 
sultation with appropriate advisory 
committees, experts, and Federal de¬ 
partments and agencies in accordance 
with section 117(f) of the Act, effective 
on October 21, 1974, amends the list of 
categories of stationary sources to read 
as follows: 

list of categories op stationary sources 

AND CORRESPONDING AFFECTED FACILITIES 

t t • • * • 

Source category Affected facilities 

23. Ferroalloy pro- Electric submerged arc 
auction facll- facilities, 

lties_ Dust handling equip¬ 

ment. 

Proposed standards of performance 
applicable to the above source category 
appear elsewhere in this issue of the 
Federal Register. 

John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator. 

October 11, 1974. 

|FR Doc. 74-24365 Filed lO-18-74;8:45 am] 


[FRL 278-2] 

AIR POLLUTION PREVENTION AND 
CONTROL 

Notice of Addition to the List of Categories 
of Stationary Sources 

Section 111 of the Clean Air Act (42 
U.S.C. 1857c-6) directs the Administra¬ 
tor of the Environmental Protection 
Agency to publish, and from time to time 
revise, a list of categories of stationary 
sources which he determines may con¬ 
tribute significantly to air pollution 
which causes or contributes to the en- 
dangerment of public health or welfare. 
Within 120 days after the Inclusion of a 
category of stationary sources in such 
list, the Administrator is required to pro¬ 
pose regulations establishing standards 
of performance for new and modified 
sources within such category. The origi¬ 
nal list of five source categories was pub¬ 
lished March 31. 1971 (36 FR 5931), and 
standards of performance were promul¬ 
gated December 23, 1971 (36 FR 24876). 
A second group of seven was published 
June 11. 1973 (38 FR 15406) and stand¬ 
ards of performance were promulgated 
March 8, 1974 (39 FR 9308). 

The Administrator, after evaluating 
available information, has determined 
that electric arc furnaces in steel plants 
are an additional category of stationary 
sources which meets the above require¬ 


ments. Evaluation of other stationary 
source categories is in progress, and the 
list will be revised from time to time as 
the Administrator deems appropriate. 
Accordingly, notice is given that the Ad¬ 
ministrator, pursuant to section 111(b) 

(1) (A) of the Act and after consultation 
with appropriate advisory committees, 
experts, and Federal departments and 
agencies in accordance with section 117 
(f) of the Act, effective October 21, 1974 
amends the list of categories of station¬ 
ary sources to read as follows: 

LIST OF CATEGORIES OF STATIONARY SOURCES 

AND CORRESPONDING AFFECTED FACILITIES 
• * * * • • 
Source category Affected facilities 

24. Steel plants: Electric arc furnaces. 
Electric arc Dust handling equip- 
furnaces. ment. 

Proposed standards of performance ap¬ 
plicable to the above category appear 
elsewhere in tills issue of the Federal 
Register. 

John Quarles. 

Acting Administrator. 

October 11, 1974. 

(FR Doc.74 24353 FUed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


[FRL 256-7] 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS 
Procedures for the Voluntary Preparation 

On May 7, 1974 the Environmental 
Protection Agency published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register a statement of policy on 
environmental impact statements. Brief¬ 
ly, that policy is that the Agency will 
prepare environmental impact state¬ 
ments on its most significant regulatory 
actions, although not required to do so 
by law. The Agency believes that prep¬ 
aration of environmental statements 
will have beneficial effects on these ac¬ 
tions. The voluntary preparation of im¬ 
pact statements, however, in no way 
legally subjects the Agency to the re¬ 
quirements of section 102(2) (C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act. 

The Agency has prepared procedures 
to implement the statement of policy. 
The procedures are in general accord¬ 
ance with the Council on Environmental 
Quality's Guidelines of August 1. 1973. 
Deviations from the requirements estab¬ 
lished in the guidelines are in most cases 
the result of statutory restrictions. Such 
deviations are identified in the proce¬ 
dures along with a reference to the ap¬ 
propriate statutory restriction. The pro¬ 
cedures follow. 

Russell E. Train. 

Administrator. 

Dated: October 15, 1974. 

Sec. 

1. AppUcabillty. 

2. General procedures. 

3. Contents of environmental Impact state¬ 

ments. 

4. Modifications to the procedures for certain 

regulatory actions. 

5. Extension of time. 

6 . Effective date. 

7. Exhibits. 


Section 1 — Applicability, (a) These 
procedures apply to the establishment of 
certain standards, criteria, and regula¬ 
tions. and to certain other actions, all of 
which are specified in (c) (l)-(c) <5) 
below. In addition, the procedures apply 
to significant revision or modification of 
these actions. The following changes, 
when made by the Agency, shall be con¬ 
sidered significant revisions or modifi¬ 
cations: 

(1) A change in the numerical value 
of a standard; 

(2) A change in the measuring tech¬ 
nique which would make the attainment 
of standards easier or more difficult or 
affect the basis on which the standards 
or other regulations were established; 

(3) A change in the type of product 
or facility affected by the regulatory 
action; or 

(4) A change judged sufficiently sub¬ 
stantial by the responsible official to 
warrant an environmental statement. 

(b) Neither clarification nor error cor¬ 
rection shall be considered significant. 
Section 2(d) includes the procedures that 
must be followed when determining 
whether a revision or modification is 
significant. 

(c) The standards, criteria, regula¬ 
tions, and other actions affected by these 
procedures are: 

(1) Clean Air Act. 

(42 U.S.C. 1857 et seq.) 

(A) National ambient air quality 
standards under section 109. 

(B) Regulations prescribing substan¬ 
tive criteria with major significance for 
the preparation, adoption, and submittal 
of implementation plans by States under 
section 110. 

(C) Standards of performance for new 
stationary sources imder section 111. 

(D) National emission standards for 
hazardous air pollutants under section 
112 . 

(E) Motor vehicle emission standards 
under section 202, excluding light duty 
vehicle standards. 

(F) Regulations controlling the com¬ 
position of fuel or fuel additives under 
section 211(c). 

(2) Noise Control Act. 

(42U.S.C. 4901 et seq.) 

(A) New product noise emission stand¬ 
ards under section 6. 

(B) Railroad noise emission standards 
under section 17. 

(C) Motor carrier noise emission 
standards under section 18. 

(3) Atomic Energy Act. 

(42 U.S.C. 2011 et seq.) 

Generally applicable radiation stand¬ 
ards under the Atomic Energy Act. 

(4) Marine Protection, Research, and 
Sanctuaries Act . 

(33 U S.C. 1401 et seq.) 

(A) Criteria for the evaluation of per¬ 
mit applications under section 102(a). 

(B) Designation of sites for dumping 
imder section 102(c). 

(5) Federal Insecticide, Rodenticide, 
and Fungicide Act . 
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(7 U.S.C. 136 et seq., as amended by 7 U.S.C. 
136 et seq.) 

(A) Cancellation of pesticide registra¬ 
tions after an adjudicatory hearing 
under section 6(b). 

< B) Pesticide disposal regulations 
under section 19. 

Section 2.—General procedures, (a) 
General. Subject to the specific modifi¬ 
cations that are identified in Section 4. 
the following general procedures apply to 
all regulatory actions identified in Sec¬ 
tion 1. 

(b) Draft impact statement. 

(1) The responsible EPA official (who 
shall be the appropriate Deputy Assistant 
Administrator) shall ensure that a draft 
environmental impact statement, which 
may be a revision of a previously pre¬ 
pared statement is prepared on each 
regulatory action listed in section 1, or on 
any significant revision or modification 
thereof. The draft statement shall be 
prepared concurrently with the other 
documentation associated with the reg¬ 
ulatory action and circulated with the 
regulatory proposal and other asso¬ 
ciated documentation for internal 
Agency review*. The draft statement shall 
be released to the Council on Environ¬ 
mental Quality at the same time the reg¬ 
ulatory action is proposed in the Federal 
Register. The Federal Register shall 
contain a notice of the availability of 
the draft statement. 

(2> Upon publication of the proposed 
regulatory action in the Federal Regis¬ 
ter, the responsible official shall take 
the following specific actions with re¬ 
spect to the draft statement: 

(A) Send five (5) copies of the draft 
environmental impact statement to the 
Council on Environmental Quality. 

(B) Inform the Office of Public Affairs 
of the transmittal to the Council on 
Environmental Quality. 

(C) Notify the Office of Legislation of 
the transmittal so they will be able to 
answer any queries from Congress on 
the matter. 

(D) Provide copies of the draft state¬ 
ment to: 

(i) The offices of Federal Activities 
and Public Affairs. Provide two (2) copies 
to each office. 

<ii) The appropriate offices of review¬ 
ing Federal agencies that have jurisdic¬ 
tion by law or special expertise with re¬ 
spect to any impacts involved. The 
Council on Environmental Quality’s 
Guidelines (2 1500.9 and Appendices II- 
III thereof) suggest agencies to which 
draft statements should be sent for offi¬ 
cial review and comment. Two (2) copies 
of the impact statement should be pro¬ 
vided each agency unless they have made 
a specific request for more copies. The 
agencies are expected to reply directly 
to the originating EPA office. Comment¬ 
ing agencies shall have at least forty- 
five (45) calendar days to reply (the 
reply period shall commence from the 
date of publication in the Federal 
Register of lists of statements received 
by the Council on Environmental 
Quality); thereafter, it shall be pre¬ 
sumed that, unless a time extension has 


been requested, the agency has no com¬ 
ment to make. EPA may grant exten¬ 
sions where practicable of fifteen (15) 
or more calendar days. 

(ill) The appropriate State agencies. 
The comment period (and extensions 
where practicable) shall be the same as 
those available to Federal agencies. 

(iv) Persons or organizations request¬ 
ing copies. The comment period (and ex¬ 
tensions where practicable) shall be the 
same as those available to Federal agen¬ 
cies. 

(E) Send two (2) copies of the sum¬ 
mary sheet (see Exhibit 2) to the Office 
of Management and Budget, Organiza¬ 
tion and Management Systems Division. 

(c) Final impact statement. 

(1) Tlie responsible official shall en¬ 
sure that a final impact statement is 
prepared after receipt and consideration 
of comments received on the draft state¬ 
ment. The final statement shall be cir¬ 
culated with the other documentation 
associated with the regulatory action for 
internal Agency review. The final state¬ 
ment shall be released to the Council on 
. invironmental Quality at the same time 
the regulatory action is promulgated in 
the Federal Register. The Federal 
Register shall include a notice of the 
availability of the final statement and 
a provision that the regulatory action 
shall not be effective until 30 days after 
publication. 

(2) Distribution and other specific ac¬ 
tions will be as specified for draft state¬ 
ments. Only those w f ho made substantive 
comments on the draft statement or re¬ 
quested a copy of the final statement 
shall be sent a copy. Where the number 
of comments on the draft statement is 
such that distribution of the final state¬ 
ment to all commenting entities appears 
impracticable, the office preparing the 
statement shall consult with the Office of 
Federal Activities to determine arrange¬ 
ments for distribution of the statement. 

(d) Determination of significance of 
revisions or modifications. 

The responsible official shall apply the 
criteria included in section 1 to deter¬ 
mine if a revision or modification to a 
regulatory action is significant: 

(1) If the revision is significant the 
procedures in Section 2, (a), (b), and (c) 
shall be followed. 

(2) If the revision is not significant, 
the responsible official may proceed with 
the action without preparing an impact 
statement, but he must publish an ex¬ 
planation in the Federal Register upon 
taking the action that the revision is not 
significant as defined in section 1 of 
these procedures and therefore does not 
require an impact statement. 

Section 3. — Content of environmental 
impact statements, (a) Cover sheet. The 
cover sheet shall indicate the type of 
statement (draft or final), the official 
title of the action, the responsible Agency 
office, the date, and the signature of the 
responsible official. The format is shown 
in Exhibit 1. 

(b) Summary sheet. The summary 
sheet shall conform to the format pre¬ 
scribed in Appendix I of the August I, 


1973, Council on Environmental Qual¬ 
ity’s Guidelines. The format is shown in 
Exhibit 2. 

(c) Body of Statement. The body of 
the impact statement shall include the 
material discussed in the several sections 
below\ Each section need not be a sepa¬ 
rate chapter in the statement. Impact 
statements shall not be justification 
documents for proposed Agency actions. 
Rather, they shall be objective evalua¬ 
tions of actions and their alternatives in 
light of all environmental considerations. 
Environmental statements shall be pre¬ 
pared using a systematic, interdiscipli¬ 
nary approach. Statements shall provide 
meaningful and factual data, informa¬ 
tion, and analyses. When other reports 
and documents exist they may be ref¬ 
erenced in the statement, provided the 
statement remains a self contained docu¬ 
ment. Hie presentation should be simple 
and concise, yet include those facts nec¬ 
essary to permit an evaluation and ap¬ 
praisal of the beneficial and adverse 
environmental effects of alternative ac¬ 
tions. The amount of information pro¬ 
vided should be commensui*ate with the 
extent and expected impact of the ac¬ 
tions, and the amount of information 
required at the particular level of deci¬ 
sion making. To the extent possible, 
statements shall be drafted in a style 
w ? hich does not require extensive scien¬ 
tific or technical expertise to compre¬ 
hend and evaluate the environmental 
impact of the Agency’s action. 

(1) Background and description of the 
proposed action. Describe the recom¬ 
mended or proposed action and its pur¬ 
pose. The relationship to other actions 
and proposals significantly affected by 
the proposed action shall be discussed, 
including not only other Agency activi¬ 
ties but also those of other governmental 
and private organizations. 

(2) Alternatives to the proposed 
action. Describe and objectively weigh 
reasonable alternatives to the proposed 
action, to the extent such alternatives 
are permitted by law. The analysis 
should be sufficiently detailed to reveal 
the Agency’s comparative evaluation of 
the beneficial and adverse environ¬ 
mental, health, social, and economic 
effects of the proposed action and each 
reasonable alternative, including the 
identification of the uncertainties asso¬ 
ciated with the evaluation. Where the 
authorizing legislation limits the Agency 
from taking certain factors into account 
in its decision making, the comparative 
evaluation should discuss all relevant 
factors, but clearly identify those factors 
which the authorizing legislation re¬ 
quires to be the basis of the decision 
making. (See section 4 for those actions 
so affected by authorizing legislation.) 
For use as a reference point to which 
other actions can be compared, the an¬ 
alysis of alternatives should include the 
alternative of taking no action or of 
postponing action. In addition, the anal¬ 
ysis should include alternatives having 
different environmental impacts, includ¬ 
ing proposing standards, criteria, pro¬ 
cedures, or actions of varying degrees of 
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stringency. When appropriate, actions 
w ith similar environmental impacts but 
based on different technical approaches 
should be discussed. This analysis shall 
evaluate alternatives in such a manner 
that reviewers can judge their relative 
desirability. In addition, the reasons why 
the proposed action is believed by the 
Agency to be the best course of action 
shall be explained. 

(3) Environmental impact of the pro¬ 
posed action. Describe the primary and 
secondary environmental impacts, both 
beneficial and adverse, anticipated from 
the action. The scope of the description 
shall include both short and long-term 
impacts. Attention should be given to dis¬ 
cussing those factors must directly im¬ 
pacted by the proposed action. 

(A) Primary Impacts are those that 
can be attributed directly to the action, 
such as reduced levels of specific pollu¬ 
tants brought about by a new standard 
and the physical changes that occur in 
the various media with this reduction. 

(B) Secondary impacts are indirect or 
induced impacts. For example, manda¬ 
tory reduction of specific pollutants 
brought about by a new standard could 
result in the adoption of control tech¬ 
nology that exacerbates another pollu¬ 
tion problem and would be a secondary 
impact. In addition, secondary impacts, 
in the form of changed patterns of social 
and economic activities (e.g. population 
patterns and industrial growth), can 
occur when other governmental entities 
take action to implement a new standard. 
Although it will not be possible for most 
regulatory actions to assess changed pat¬ 
terns of social and economic activities 
for specific geographic areas, this type 
of secondary impact should be discussed 
in general terms. 

(4) Other considerations. The follow¬ 
ing sections discuss in more detail some 
of the items that shall be considered In 
describing the impact of the proposed 

action. 

(A) Adverse impacts which cannot be 
avoided should the proposal be imple¬ 
mented. Describe the kinds and magni¬ 
tudes of adverse impacts which cannot be 
reduced in severity to an acceptable level 
or which can be reduced to an acceptable 
level but not eliminated. These may in¬ 
clude water or air pollution, damage to 
ecological systems, reduction in economic 
activities, threats to health, or undesir¬ 
able land use patterns. Remedial, protec¬ 
tive, and mitigative measures which will 
be taken as part of the proposed action 
shall be identified. 

( B) Relationship between local short¬ 
term uses of man’s environment and the 
maintenance and enhancement of long¬ 
term productivity. Describe the extent to 
which the proposed action involves trade¬ 
offs between short-term environmental 
gains at the expense of long-term losses 
or vice-versa and the extent to which the 
proposed action forecloses future options. 
Special attention shall be given to effects 
which pose long-term risks to health or 
safety, in addition, the timing of the pro¬ 
posed action shall be explained and justi¬ 
fied. 


(C) Irreversible and irretrievable com¬ 
mitments of resources which would be 
involved in the proposed action should 
it be implemented. Describe the extent to 
which the proposed action curtails the di¬ 
versity and range of beneficial uses of 
the environment. For example, irrever¬ 
sible damage can result if a standard is 
not sufficiently stringent. 

(D) A discussion of problems and ob¬ 
jections raised by other Federal. State, 
and local agencies and by other persons 
in this review process. Final statements 
(and draft statements if appropriate) 
shall summarize the significant com¬ 
ments and suggestions made by reviewing 
organizations and individuals and shall 
describe the disposition of issues surfaced 
(e.g., revisions to the proposed action to 
mitigate anticipated impacts of objec¬ 
tions). In particular, they shall address 
in detail the major issues raised when the 
Agency position is at variance with 
recommendations and objections (e.g., 
reasons why specific comments and sug¬ 
gestions could not be adopted, and fac¬ 
tors of overriding importance prohibiting 
the incorporation of suggestions). Re¬ 
viewer’s statements should be set forth in 
a “comment” and discussed in a “re¬ 
sponse.” In addition, the source of all 
comments should be clearly identified 
and copies of the comments (or sum¬ 
maries where response has been excep¬ 
tionally voluminous) should be attached 
to the final statement. 

Section 4.—Modification to the proce¬ 
dures for certain regulatory actions. For 
each regulatory action listed below, the 
procedures and requirements specified in 
section 2 and 3 herein should be modified 
or supplemented as shown. 

(a) Clean Air Act. 

(42 U.S.C. 1867 etseq.) 

(1) National ambient air quality 
standards under section 109. Section 109 

(b) (1) requires primary standards to be 
set at a level allowing an adequate mar¬ 
gin of safety, requisite to protect the 
public health. However, the non-health 
factors specified in Section 3 shall be dis¬ 
cussed in the impact statement. 

(2) New source performance standards 
under section 111. Section 111(b) (1) (B), 
requires that any final new source per¬ 
formance standard must be effective 
upon promulgation, rather than thirty 
(30) days after publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, as specified in section 2 
<c) (1) of these procedures. 

(3) National emission standards for 
hazardous air pollutants under section 
112. (A) Section 112(b)(1)(C), requires 
that any final standard for hazardous 
pollutants be effective upon promulga¬ 
tion, rather than thirty (30) days after 
publication in the Federal Register, as 
specified in section 2(c) (1) of these 
procedures. 

(B) Section 112(b)(1)(B) requires 
that the standard be set at a level to pro¬ 
vide an ample margin of safety to protect 
the public health from such hazardous 
air pollutants. However, non-health fac¬ 
tors specified in section 3 shall be dis¬ 
cussed in the impact statement. 


(b) Marine Protection , Research , and 
Sanctuaries Act. 

(33 U.8.C. 1401 etseq.) 

Designation of sites for dumping under 
section 102(c). In addition to the mate¬ 
rial specified in section 3, an evaluation 
of the following specific alternatives 
shall be included: alternative types of 
dumped materials: alternative amounts 
of material; alternative frequencies of 
dumping; alternative dumping tech¬ 
niques; alternative dumping sites within 
and outside the proposed area; and the 
use of multiple sites* to reduce dumping 
at individual sites. 

(c) Federal Insecticide , Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act. 

(7 U.S.C. 135 et seq., as amended by 7 UB.C. 
136 et seq.) 

Cancellation of pesticides registrations 
after an adjudicatory hearing under sec¬ 
tion 6(b). The following procedures ap¬ 
ply to decisions with respect to cancella¬ 
tion of pesticide registrations after an 
adjudicatory hearing under section 6(b) 

(1) (7 U.S.C. 136d<b) (1)) or section 6(b) 

(2) (7 U.S.C. 136d(b> (2)) of the Federal 
Insecticide . Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA), whenever the responsible 
official determines that such action will 
significantly affect the quality of the 
human environment. The following pro¬ 
cedures shall be followed in lieu of those 
in Sections 2 and 3. 

(1) Draft impact statement. The re¬ 
sponsible official shall ensure that a draft 
environmental impact statement is pre¬ 
pared in connection with each adjudica¬ 
tory hearing held und er sec tion 6(b) (1) 
or section 6(b)(2) of FIFRA, whenever 
he determines that such action will sig¬ 
nificantly affect the quality of the human 
environment. In the event a determina¬ 
tion is made that the proposed cancella¬ 
tion action is not a major action signifi¬ 
cantly affecting the environment, the 
responsible official shall publish a notice 
stating such determination in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. In no event shall the 
preparation and release of the draft 
statement delay or affect proceedings in¬ 
stituted under section 6(c) concerning 
suspension of a registration. In the case 
of a notice of intent to cancel issued un¬ 
der section 6(b) (1), the draft statement 
shall be prepared and released to the 
Council on Environmental Quality within 
thirty days following receipt by the 
Agency of a request for a hearing. Notice 
of availability of the statement shall si¬ 
multaneously be published in the Fed¬ 
eral Register. In the case of a notice of 
intent to hold a healing issued pursuant 
to section 6(b)(2), the draft statement 
shall be prepared and released to the 
Council on Environmental Quality at the 
same time notice of the hearing is pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register. Such 
notice shall include notification of the 
availability of the draft statement. For 
good cause the responsible official may 
delay publication of a draft statement 
on any registration cancellation pursu¬ 
ant to 3(b) (1) or (2) for up to an addi¬ 
tional sixty days. For a draft statement 
prepared on an action pursuant to sec- 
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tion 6(b)(1) or (2) of FIFRA, the re¬ 
sponsible official shall take the specific 
actions listed in section 2(b) (2) herein. 

(2) Final impact statement. The opin¬ 
ion of the administrative law judge, upon 
conclusion of the hearing, shall include 
a final impact statement which shall be 
based solely on the hearing record. Com¬ 
ments on the draft statement will be filed 
with the Office of General Counsel upon 
their receipt and will be available to as¬ 
sist any party in its participation in the 
proceeding. Parties may raise on the 
record in the form of testimony and ex¬ 
hibits any issues prompted by comments 
upon the draft impact statements during 
the hearing. Otherwise, comments sub¬ 
mitted upon the draft statement will be 
included in the record of the hearing only 
if the person submitting the comment in¬ 
dicates therein a willingness to appear at 
the hearing for the purpose of cross-ex¬ 
amination upon the comment submitted 
and either a party calls such person as a 
witness or no party requests cross ex¬ 
amination. The opinion and final state¬ 
ment shall be released to the Council on 
Environmental Quality at the time of 
isuance of the administrative law judge's 
[opinion. Notice of availability of the 
opinion and final statement shall be 
published in the Federal Register. 

(3) Content of environmental impact 
statement. FIFRA provides for a broad 
analysis of the risks and benefits from 
continued use of a pesticide. Section 
2(bb) defines “unreasonable adverse ef¬ 
fects on the environment" as “any un¬ 
reasonable risk to man or the environ¬ 
ment, taking into account the economic, 
social, and environmental costs and 
benefits of the use of any pesticide." 
Therefore, the analysis contained in an 
environmental impact statement is al¬ 
ready performed in the course of the 
heari ng held under section 6(b) of 
FIFRA. (See Environmental Defense 
Fund, Inc. v. EPA 489 F. 2A 1247. 1246-57 
(D.C. Cir. 1973)). The list set forth be¬ 
low should serve as a general checklist 
of the factors which should be considered 
in the impact statement. However, the 
format of the draft or the administrative 
law judge’s opinion need not be altered 
to conform to the outline of those points. 
His opinion, together with associated 
record references, should cover the sub¬ 
stantive considerations listed in the 
course of the findings of fact and con¬ 
clusions of law which are already re¬ 
quired to be made under section 6 of 
FIFRA. The list which follows will be of 
more usefulness in preparing the draft 
environmental impact statement. The 
draft statement concer ning a hearing 
under section 6(b)(2) of FIFRA need not 
set forth a proposed action but should 
evaluate the environmental impact of 
the principal alternatives which are 
posed for consideration at the hearing. 
To the extent possible, statements shall 
be drafted in a style which does not re¬ 
quire extensive scientific or technical ex¬ 
pertise to comprehend and evaluate the 
environmental impact of the Agency’s 
action. 

(A) Background and description of 
the hearing. Describe the background 
and purpose of the hearing. 


(B) Alternatives to the proposed ac¬ 
tion. Describe and objectively weigh 
reasonable alternatives to the proposed 
action. The analysis should be sufficiently 
detailed to reveal a comparative evalua¬ 
tion of the beneficial and adverse en¬ 
vironmental, social, and economic effects 
of possible outcomes of the hearing. In 
the context of a hearing under section 
6(b), the available alternatives should 
include, if applicable; cancellation of the 
registration for certain uses, changing 
the classification of the registration, 
modification of the labeling or packaging 
of the article or possible other restric¬ 
tions on the sale and use of the pesticide. 

(C) Environmental impact of the pro¬ 
posed action. Describe the environmental 
impacts, both beneficial and adverse, 
anticipated from the proposed actions. 
The environmental impact of the pro¬ 
posed action will usually focus upon an 
analysis of the risks and benefits to man 
and the environment from continued use 
of the pesticide. The scope of the descrip¬ 
tion should include both short and long¬ 
term impacts. 

(D) Relationship between local short¬ 
term uses of man’s environment and the 
maintenance of long-term productivity. 
A proceeding under section 6(b) may 
involve an evaluation of the relative 
weight of short versus long-term risks 
and benefits. Special attention should be 
given to effects which pose long-term 
risks to human health and the environ¬ 
ment. 

(E> Irreversible and irretrievable com¬ 
mitments of resources which would be as¬ 
sociated with the proposed action should 
it be implemented. A proceeding under 
section 6(b) may involve a consideration 
of the degree to which continued use, or 
restriction upon use, of a pesticide will 
lead to irreversible effects upon human 
health or the environment. Section 5. 
Extension of time. The Administrator 
may authorize the publication of a stand¬ 
ard, criteria, or' regulation specified in 
section 1 hereof or take the other actions 
specified in section 1, even though the 
preparation of the materials required 
under section 2 has not been completed, 
when it is necessary to comply with a 
statutory or court ordered deadline or 
when the compelling need for pollution 
abatement requires the immediate estab¬ 
lishment of a regulatory framework. In 
any such case, the materials required 
under section 2 shall be prepared and 
made available to the public within 90 
days following publication or taking an 
action, unless the Administrator by order 
establishes a longer or shorter period. 

Section 6.—Effective date. These pro¬ 
cedures will become effective for those 
actions listed in section 1 that are pro¬ 
posed after October 15, 1974. The pro¬ 
posal date shall be the date the Adminis¬ 
trator signs the document. With respect 
to actions under section 1(c)(5)(A), 
these procedures will become effective for 
notices of intent to cancel pursuant to 
section 6(b)(1) of the Federal Insecti- 
c ide, Rodenticide, and Fungicide Act 
(FIFRA) issued after October 15, 1974, 
and for notices of intent to hold a hear¬ 
ing under section 6(b)(2) of FIFRA is¬ 
sued after October 15, 1974. 


Exhibit 1 

COVER SHEET FORMAT FOR ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT STATEMENTS 

(Draft, Final) 

Environmental Impact Statements 


(Describe title of action ) 
Prepared by 


(Responsible Agency Official) 
Approved by 


(Responsible Agency Official) 


(Date) 

Exhibit 2 

SUMMARY SHEET FORMAT FOR 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS 

(Check one) 

( ) Draft 

( ) Final Environmental Statement. 

Environmental Protection Agency 


(Responsible Agency Office) 

1. Name of action. (Check one) 

( ) Administrative action. 

( ) Legislative action. 

2. Brief description of action indicat¬ 
ing what States (and counties) are par¬ 
ticularly affected. 

3. Summary of environmental impact 
and adverse environmental effects. 

4. List alternatives considered. 

5. a. (For draft statements) List all 
Federal, State, and local agencies from 
which comments have been requested. 

b. (For final statements) List all Fed¬ 
eral, State, and local agencies and other 
sources from which written comments 
have been received. 

6. Dates draft statement and final 
statement made available to Council on 
Environmental Quality and public, and 
w'here copies can be obtained or re¬ 
viewed. 

(FR Doc.74-24350 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am) 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket Noe. 19528 and 20003] 

MTS AND WATS SERVICE 
Order Extending Time 

In the matter of proposals for new or 
revised classes of Interstate and Foreign 
Message Toll Telephone Service <MTS> 
and Wide Area Telephone Service 
(WATS) in the matter of economic im¬ 
plications and interrelationships arising 
from policies and practices relating to 
customer interconnection, jurisdictional 
separations and rate-structures. 

1. We have before us for considera¬ 
tion a Request For Extension of Time 
filed October 2. 1974, on behalf of the 
North American Telephone Association 
(NATA) to file comments concerning 
the Motion For Separation of Issues and 
For Order Authorizing Program of Di¬ 
rect Interconnection of Customer- 
Owned Data Communication Terminal 
Equipment and Ancillary Telephone 
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Equipment filed September 26, 1974, 
on behalf of the Computer and Business 
Equipment Manufacturers Association 
(CBEMA) (38 FR 34672). Basically, 
NAT A contends that due to the serious¬ 
ness of the issues raised, and in view 
of the fact that NATA’s annual conven¬ 
tion is being held on October 3rd, 4th, 
and 5th in San Francisco, it does not 
have sufficient time to adequately re¬ 
spond to CBEMA’s motion. 

2. We recognize that CBEMA’s motion 
for an immediate order concerning 
interconnection of data terminal and 
ancillary devices does raise serious ques¬ 
tions and believe that meaningful com¬ 
ments by NATA and others would be 
most helpful in our resolution of this 
matter. Since the time requested is not 
unreasonable, we will grant NATA’s 
motion. 

3. Accordingly, good cause having been 
shown; it is ordered. That the NATA's 
Motion For Extension of Time is granted 
and that the time for filing comments 
concerning CBEMA’s Motion for Separa¬ 
tion of Issues and Order is extended 
until and including November 8, 1974. 
This action is taken pursuant to the 
authority delegated in § 0.303 (c) of the 
Commission’s rules. 

Adopted: October 8, 1974. 

Released: October 9,1974. 

Kelley E. Griffith, 

Acting Chief, 
Common Carrier Bureau. 

(FR Doc.74-24439 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


[FCC 74-1099; Docket Nos. 20160; File Nos. 

T-C-2033, etc.] 

RCA GLOBAL COMMUNICATIONS, INC., 
ET AL. 

Order Staying Temporary Authority 

In the matter of RCA Global Com¬ 
munications, Inc. Application for au¬ 
thorization, pursuant to section 214 of 
the Communications Act of 1934, to 
lease and operate satellite voice circuits 
between the continental United States 
and Hawaii. Western Union Interna¬ 
tional, Inc. Application for modification 
of previously granted authorizations to 
pennit the provision of leased circuit 
service for voice-only use between the 
United States and Hawaii. ITT World 
Communications Inc. application for au¬ 
thority to provide voice-only service to 
Hawaii; Docket No. 20150, File Nos. T-C- 
2033. T-C-2033-A, T-C-2033-1, T-C- 
2033-2, T-C-2033-3, T-C-2033-4; Docket 
No. 20151, File No. T-C-2025-7; Docket 
No. 20152, File No. T-C-2038-3. 

1. By a Memorandum Opinion and 
Order, FCC 74-899, released Septem¬ 
ber 5. 1974 (39 FR 33029), this proceed¬ 
ing was designated for hearing on a 
number of issues. Since it was deemed 
appropriate to maintain the status quo, 
Jp not suspend pending the hearing 
the authority previously granted to RCA 
Global Communications, Inc. (RCAGC) 
to provide certain leased channel voice 
service between the United States main¬ 


land and Hawaii. On our own motion we 
reconsidered this matter and by Order, 
FCC 74-1027 released October 4,1974, we 
stayed the said grant, and cancelled cer¬ 
tain temporary authorizations previously 
granted, both effective 10 days from the 
release of our Order. 

2. The Commission now has before it 
for consideration a request filed by 
RCAGC on October 10, 1974, for defer¬ 
ment of our October 4, 1974 Order inso¬ 
far as it cancelled the grant of the afore¬ 
mentioned temporary authority. 

3. Pending the receipt of responsive 
pleadings, and fuller Commission con¬ 
sideration of the request, we shall stay 
our Order released October 4, 1974 
(FCC 74-1027) until further order of the 
Commission. 

4. Accordingly, it is ordered. That the 
effectiveness of our Order, FCC 74-1027, 
released October 4, 1974 insofar as it 
cancelled the temporary authority here¬ 
tofore granted is stayed until further or¬ 
der of the Commission. 

Adopted: October 11,1974. 

Released: October 15,1974. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal! Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-24436 Filed 10-18-74:8:46 am] 


(Docket No. 18868, File No. BP-17962. FCC 
74-1026] 

WHJB RADIO 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 
Remanding Proceeding 

1. After the Review Board released its 
decision 1 denying the application of 
WHJB Radio, (35 FR 8612) a Limited 
Partnership, (hereinafter referred to as 
WHJB) for improvement of the facili¬ 
ties of station WHJB, Greensburg, 
Pennsylvania, WHJB filed a petition for 
reconsideration thereof asserting, in sub¬ 
stance, that its application cannot be de¬ 
nied prior to clarification of the stand¬ 
ards applicable to the Commission’s 
Policy Statement on Section 307(b) 
Considerations for Standard Broadcast 
Facilities Involving Suburban Com¬ 
munities.* * U)pon such clarification, 
WHJB contended, an opportunity must 
be afforded to WHJB to meet the stand¬ 
ards as clairified. Accordingly, WHJB 
asked the Review Board either to clarify 
the guidelines or to certify this proceed¬ 
ing to the Commission for this purpose. 
By Order (FCC 73R-125) released on 
March 23, 1973, the Review Board set 
aside its Decision, and certified the pro¬ 
ceeding to the Commission “for such fur¬ 
ther action as may be warranted.” In so 
doing, the Review Board referred to the 
divergencies of opinion among the three 
members of the Panel regarding the ap¬ 
plicability of Northern Indiana Broad- 


1 39 FCC 2d 296, released February 2, 1973. 
*2 FCC 2d 190, 6 RR 2d 1901, (1966), here¬ 
inafter referred to as the Policy Statement. 


casters, Inc. v. FCC * to the Policy State¬ 
ment issues presented herein. Thus, the 
Board believed that important issues of 
which require clarification by theJ ze 
law and policy are presented herein 
which require clarification by the Com¬ 
mission. 

2. When WHJB filed its present ap¬ 
plication for a construction permit for 
an increase in the daytime power of sta¬ 
tion WHJB from 1 kW directional to 5 
kW directional, 4 its proposal immedi¬ 
ately became subject to the presumption 
set forth in the Policy Statement. Briefly 
stated, because WHJB’s proposed 5 
mv/m daytime contour penetrates the 
geographic boundaries of Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania (a community having over 
50,000 persons and having at least twice 
the population of Greensburg) a pre¬ 
sumption arose that WHJB realistically 
proposes to serve Pittsburgh rather than 
Greensburg. Thus, WHJB was required 
to rebut this presumption by demon¬ 
strating that its proposal is designed to 
provide a realistic local transmission 
service for Greensburg/ Even though 
WHJB is an existing station, the policy 
is nonetheless applicable inasmuch as the 
Policy Statement expressly includes ap¬ 
plications for improved standard broad¬ 
cast facilities as well as for new facili¬ 
ties. However, our study of the questions 
presented in this proceeding persuades us 
that in the case of existing stations some 
clarification of our guidelines and stand¬ 
ards Is desirable, as is more fully set 
forth below. 

3. Whether an application is for new 
or improved facilities, the so-called Sub¬ 
urban Community issues specified in 
proceedings arising under the Policy 
Statement speak of “the specified sta¬ 
tion location” as such issues inquire into 
the extent to which: such location has 
separate and distinct programming 
needs; the needs of such location are be¬ 
ing met by existing standard broadcast 


3 148 US. App. D.C. 327, 469 F. 2d 1351 
(1972). The Court affirmed a Commission 
action denying an application for a construc¬ 
tion permit for a new standard broadcast 
station in Mishawaka, Indiana, because the 
applicant failed to rebut the presumption 
that its proposal was designed to serve the 
larger city of South Bend, Indiana, rather 
than serving its own community. The Court, 
however, criticized the standard of clarity 
in the Commission’s Suburban Communities 
Policy, and suggested that the standards 
governing granting or withholding a license 
to an applicant for a suburban radio station 
under the Policy Statement should be more 
precisely phrased. 

‘ WHJB now operates as a Class HI station, 
unlimited time, on 620 kHz with 1 kW power 
daytime and 500 watts power nighttime, em¬ 
ploying different directional antennas day 
and night. 

• As the Policy Statement notes, the propa¬ 
gation of a 5 mv/m daytime signal into a 
community such as Pittsburgh generally re¬ 
sults in the propagation of a competitive sig¬ 
nal over a heavily populated area of substan¬ 
tial size, and M . . . service to such an area 
has often led to our licensees serving the 
transmission and reception needs of that area 
rather than the transmission needs of their 
specified communities.” 
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stations; and applicant's program pro¬ 
posal will meet the specific unsatisfied 
programming needs of such location.* 
“Specified station location** has clear ap¬ 
plicability and meaning insofar as appli¬ 
cants for new stations are concerned. In 
the5e cases, since such applicants have 
never served the specified station loca¬ 
tion it is important to learn whether they 
intend to emphasize service to that loca¬ 
tion or whether, instead, substandard 
service to the central or larger city is in¬ 
tended. It has been held heretofore that 
the requirements for meeting the issue of 
the specified station location’s separate 
and distinct programming needs involve 
a comparison of the specified station lo¬ 
cation with the larger city and a trans¬ 
lation of the differences so discovered 
into separate and distinct programming 
needs. In such situations, in addition, the 
applicant must establish the extent to 
which the needs of the specified station 
location are being met by existing stand¬ 
ard broadcast stations. We question 
whether this approach is now sound in¬ 
sofar as applications for improved fa¬ 
cilities are concerned. Indeed, we believe 
that a somewhat different focus is re¬ 
quired in an applicant’s evidentiary 
showing where an existing station seeks 
an improvement in facilities, in circum¬ 
stances such as are presented here, be¬ 
cause such a station is already obligated 
to meet the programming needs of its 
specified community using its present fa¬ 
cilities. There is. therefore, no real pur¬ 
pose to be served by directing the focus 
of the inquiry towards the independence 
and unfulfilled programming needs of 
that community or by comparing that 
community with the central city and 
translating the differences so discovered 
into separate and distinct programming 
needs. Since requests for increases in 
coverage are usually justified by citing a 
need in the proposed gain area for new or 
improved service, the inquiry under the 
Suburban Community issues should be 
directed towards the applicant’s pro¬ 
posed gain area for this is the truly rele¬ 
vant area for consideration. Thus, we 
think it is clear that, In the case of ex¬ 
isting stations as here, the proposed gain 
area (not “the specified station loca¬ 
tion**) is the area to be compared with 
the central city to determine whether the 
gain area has separate, distinct, and un¬ 
fulfilled programming needs. 7 


* These sub-issues are & part of the main 
Suburban Community issue which seeks to 
determine whether a particular proposal will 
realistically provide a local transmission fa¬ 
culty for its specific station location or for 
another larger community. 

T Some confusion is demonstrated in the 
record of this proceeding as to Just what kind 
of showing WHJB was required to make In 
support of its proposal. Although WHJB (In 
response to Broadcast Bureau counsel's state¬ 
ment at a prehearing conference that the 
gain area is the relevant area because Greens- 
burg is now being served by WHJB) asserted 
that there is no disagreement that the Issue 
really relates to the gain area, a serious ques¬ 
tion exists whether WHJB had adequate no¬ 
tice of the gain area considerations which 
would be relevant in this proceeding. The 


4. In determining whether the pro¬ 
posed gain area has separate and dis¬ 
tinct needs which are unfulfilled, the 
central city (here Pittsburgh) should be 
excluded from gain area considerations 
even though it falls within the gain area. 
However, the central city will enter into 
the comparison between the gain area 
and the central city. The required show¬ 
ings under the comparison herein out¬ 
lined should not be unduly burdensome 
for WHJB. Recognizing that the gain 
area falls in an area as to which WHJB 
has only a secondary obligation to ascer¬ 
tain community problems, the basic as¬ 
certainment techniques set forth in the 
Primer on Ascertainment of Community 
.Problems * should be instructive in assist¬ 
ing WHJB as to the manner in which the 
required showings should be made. In 
addition, since we are discussing a Sub¬ 
urban Community issue basically, it is 
pertinent to ascertain what existing sta¬ 
tions may be doing in the way of serving 
the needs of the persons in the relevant 
portions of the proposed gain area . In 
this way, the extent to which WHJB’s 
program proposal will meet the specific 
unsatisfied programming needs of the 
proposed gain area may be determined. 
To these ends, this proceeding will be 
remanded for further evidentiary inquiry 
respecting these considerations. 

5. Regarding the gain area herein dis¬ 
cussed, there must be, as a practical con¬ 
sideration, some limit to the range of 
inquiry which is to be made so that the 
inquiry is both manageable and mean¬ 
ingful. We believe, therefore, that It Is 
appropriate to confine this inquiry to 
WHJB’s 2 mv/m contour operating as 
proposed. 

6. Accordingly , it is ordered , That this 
proceeding is remanded to the Adminis¬ 
trative Law Judge, who originally pre¬ 
sided at the hearing herein, for the 
purpose of conducting an evidentiary 
hearing limited to the gain area consid¬ 
erations outlined herein, and upon a re¬ 
stated Suburban Community issue, as 
follows: 

To determine whether the instant pro¬ 
posal will realistically continue the local 
transmission service for the applicant’s 
assigned community and provide a new 
broadcast service for the proposed gain 
area or provide such service for another 
larger community, in light of all the 
relevant evidence, including, but not 
necessarily limited to, the showing with 
respect to: 


Issues specified herein gave no real indication 
that gain area questions would be relevant 
under the Suburban Community issues as 
framed in the designation order. WHJB met 
its burden under a specified Suburban issue 
(ascertainment of needs and interests in the 
area to be served). In meeting this issue, 
WHJB did survey the gain area, but, contrary 
to WHJB’s position, resolution of this issue 
in its favor does not also satisfy the require¬ 
ments of the Suburban Community issues 
for the latter require a showing of what 
existing stations may be doing In the way 
of serving the needs of the persons in the 
orooosed grain area. 

* 27 FCC 2d 660, 21 RR 2d 1507 (1971). 


(a) The extent to which the proposed 
gain area has been ascertained by the 
applicant to have separate and distinct 
programming needs; 

(b) The extent to which the needs of 
the proposed gain area are being met by 
existing aural broadcast stations; 

(c) The extent to which the appli- 
cant’s program proposal will meet the 
specific unsatisfied programming needs 
of the proposed gain area; and 

<d) The extent to which the projected 
sources of the applicant’s advertising 
revenues from within his assigned com¬ 
munity and/or from within the proposed 
gain area are adequate to support its 
proposal. 

7. It is further ordered. That the Pre¬ 
siding Administrative Law Judge there¬ 
after shall issue a Supplemental Initial 
Decision setting forth findings and con¬ 
clusions regarding the effect upon deter¬ 
minations earlier reached by him of the 
newly-adduced evidence. 

Adopted: September 25, 1974. 

Released: October 4,1974. 

Feberal Communications 
Commission,* 

[seal! Vincent J. Mullins. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24437 Piled 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


PBX ADVISORY SUBCOMMITTEE 
Meeting 

In accordance with Pub. L. 92-483. an¬ 
nouncement is made of a public meeting 
of the PBX Technical Standards Sub¬ 
committee to be held on October 29.1974, 
at 1919 M Street, NW, Room 752, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. at 10 ajn. 

1. Purpose: The purpose of this meet¬ 
ing is to discuss developments since the 
last meeting of the Technical Standards 
Subcommittee on April 9, 1974 and to 
prepare plans for completion of a Sub¬ 
committee status report. 

2. Activities: As at prior meetings, 
Subcommittee members and observers 
present their suggestions and recommen¬ 
dations regarding the various technical 
criteria and standards that should be 
considered with respect to the Intercon¬ 
nection of PBX equipment to the public 
telephone network. 

3. Agenda: The agenda for the Octo¬ 
ber 29th meeting will be as follows: 

a. Review of status of task groups: 

(1) Interface Criteria. 

(2) Equipment Test Standards. 

(3) Glossary. 

b. Task group assignments and schedules. 

4. Public Participation: The public is 
invited to attend this meeting. Any mem¬ 
ber of the public wishing to file a written 
statement with the Committee, may do 
so before or after the meeting. 

5. Note: This delayed notice Is the re¬ 
sult of difficulties in coordinating the 
meeting date caused by travel commit¬ 
ments of key committee members. 


• Dissenting statement filed as part of orig¬ 

inal document. 
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Those desiring more specific informa¬ 
tion may contact W. von Alven, Inter¬ 
connection Branch, on (202) 632-6922. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

l seal 1 Vincent J. Mullins, 

Secretary. 

[PR Doc.74-24435 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 

federal maritime commission 

[Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder 
License No. 14911 

AERO NAUTICS FORWARDERS, INC. 
Order of Revocation 

By letter dated August 6, 1974. Aero- 
Nautics Forwarders, Inc., 117 NE 54th 
Street, Miami, Florida 33137 was advised 
by the Federal Maritime Commission that 
Independent Ocean Freight Forwarder 
License No. 1491 would be automatically 
revoked or suspended unless a valid 
surety bond was filed with the Commis¬ 
sion on or before September 4, 1974. 

Section 44(c), Shipping Act, 1916, pro¬ 
vides that no independent ocean freight 
forwarder license shall remain in force 
unless a valid bond is in effect and on 
file with the Commission. Rule 510.9 of 
Federal Maritime Commission General 
Order 4, further provides that a license 
will be automatically revoked or sus¬ 
pended for failure of a licensee to main¬ 
tain a valid bond on file. 

Aero-Nautics Forwarders, Inc. has 
failed to furnish a valid surety bond. 

By virtue of authority vested in me by 
the Federal Maritime Commission as set 
forth in Manual of Orders, Commission 
Order No. 1 (revised) § 7.04(g) (dated 
9/15/73); 

It is ordered , That Independent Ocean 
Freight Forwarder License No. 1491 of 
Aero-Nautics Forwarders, Inc. be re¬ 
turned to the Commission for cancella¬ 
tion. 

It is further ordered , That Independent 
Ocean Freight Forwarder License No. 
1491 be and is hereby revoked effective 
September 4,1974. 

It is further ordered, That a copy of 
this Order be published in the Federal 
Register and served upon Aero-Nautics 
Forwarders, Inc. 

Aaron W. Reese, 
Managing Director. 

(FR Doc.74-24494 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


NORTH EUROPE—U.S. PACIFIC FREIGHT 
CONFERENCE 

Notice of Agreement Filed; Modification 

Notice is hereby given that the fol¬ 
lowing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street NW., 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 


York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San 
Francisco, California, and Old San Juan, 
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree¬ 
ments, including requests for hearing, 
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20573, on or before November 11, 
1974. Any person desiring a hearing on 
the proposed agreement shall provide a 
clear and concise statement of the mat¬ 
ters upon which they desire to adduce 
evidence. An allegation of discrimination 
or unfairness shall be accompanied by a 
statement describing the discrimination 
or unfairness with particularity. If a vio¬ 
lation of the Act or detriment to the 
commerce of the United States is alleged, 
the statement shall set forth with par¬ 
ticularity the acts and circumstances said 
to constitute such violation or detriment 
to commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the statement should indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed by: 

Leonard G. James. Esquire 
Graham & James 
310 Sansome Street 
San Francisco, California 94104 

Agreement No. 93-10, among the 
member lines of the above-named con¬ 
ference. modifies self-policing procedures 
set forth in the basic agreement to con¬ 
form to those of the Associated North At¬ 
lantic Freight Conferences (ANAFC) and 
appoints the Executive Director of 
AN AFC as the conference’s enforcement 
authority for a minimum period of 
eighteen months. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: October 15, 1974. 

Francis C. Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24490 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


WEST COAST OF ITALY, SICILIAN AND 
ADRIATIC PORTS/NORTH ATLANTIC 
RANGE CONFERENCE (WINAC) 

Notice of Petition Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing petition has been filed with the Com¬ 
mission for approval pursuant to section 
14b of the Shipping Act, 1916, as amended 
(75 Stat. 762, 46 U.S.C. 813a). 

Interested parties may inspect a copy 
of the current contract form and of the 
petition, reflecting the changes proposed 
to be made in the language of said con¬ 
tract, at the Washington office of the 
Federal Martime Commission, 1100 L 
Street, NW., Room 10126 or at the Field 
Offices located at New York, N.Y., New 
Orleans, Louisiana, San Francisco, Cali¬ 
fornia and Old San Juan, Puerto Rico. 
Comments with reference to the proposed 
changes and the petition, including a re¬ 
quest for hearing, if desired, may be sub¬ 
mitted to the Secretary, Federal Maritime 
Commission, 1100 L Street, NW.. Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. 20573, on or before Novem¬ 
ber 11, 1974. Any person desiring a hear¬ 


ing on the proposed modification of the 
contract form and/or the approved con¬ 
tract system shall provide a clear and 
concise statement of the matters upon 
W'hich they desire to adduce evidence. An 
allegation of discrimination or unfairness 
shall be accompanied by a statement 
describing the discrimination or unfair¬ 
ness with particularity. If a violation of 
the Act or detriment to the commerce 
of the United States is alleged, the state¬ 
ment shall set forth with particularity 
the acts and circumstances said to con¬ 
stitute such violation or detriment to 
commerce. 

A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
petition, (as indicated hereinafter), and 
the statement should indicate that this 
has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed by: 

Stanley O. Sher, Esquire 
Billig, Sher and Jones, P. C. 

Suite 300 

1126 Sixteenth Street. NW. 

Washington, D.C. 20036 

Agreement No. 2846 D. R. 4(A), among 
the members of the WINAC Conference, 
is an application to modify its dual rate 
contract to provide for permanent ap¬ 
proval of its inland authority. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: October 16,1974. 

Francis C. Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24491 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am) 


WEST COAST OF ITALY, SICILIAN AND 

ADRIATIC PORTS/NORTH ATLANTIC 

RANGE CONFERENCE (WINAC) 

Notice of Agreement Filed 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916. as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1100 L Street, NW., 
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree¬ 
ment at the Field Offices located at New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San 
Francisco, California, and Old San 
Juan, Puerto Rico. Comments on such 
agreements, including requests for hear¬ 
ing, may be submitted to the Secretary, 
Federal Maritime Commission, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., 20573, on or before Novem¬ 
ber 11, 1974. Any person desiring a hear¬ 
ing on the proposed agreement shall 
provide a clear and concise statement of 
the matters upon which they desire to 
adduce evidence. An allegation of dis¬ 
crimination or unfairness shall be ac¬ 
companied by a statement describing the 
discrimination or unfairness with partic¬ 
ularity. If a violation of the Act or 
detriment to the commerce of the United 
States is alleged, the statement shall set 
forth with particularity the acts and 
circumstances said to constitute such 
violation or detriment to commerce. 
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A copy of any such statement should 
also be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as Indicated hereinafter) and 
the statement should indicate that this 
has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed by: 

Stanley O. Slier, Esquire 
Billig, Sher & Jones, P. C. 

Suite 300 

1126 Sixteenth Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20036 

Agreement No. 2846-24(A) among the 
members of the WINAC Conference Is 
an application for permanent approval 
of the Conference’s inland authority. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: October 16, 1974. 

Francis C. Hurney, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24492 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 amj 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. E-8855] 

BOSTON EDISON CO. 

Notice of Extension of Procedural Dates 
October 10, 1974. 

On October 4. 1974, Staff Counsel filed 
a motion for extension of the procedural 
dates fixed by order issued July 12, 1974 
in the above-designated matter. All par¬ 
ties concur in the motion. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows: 

Staff Service, December 10, 1974. 

Intervenor Service. January 6, 1976. 

Company Rebuttal. January 20, 1975. 
Hearing. February 4, 1975 (10 ajn. EDT). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24376 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-8761 ] 

CENTRAL MAINE POWER CO. 

Notice of Filing of Fuel Clause 

October 10,1974. 

Take notice that on September 21, 
1974, Central Maine Power Company 
(Central Maine) tendered for filing a 
revised fuel clause intended to be appli¬ 
cable to the Company’s six wholesale 
customers. 

Central Maine requests an effective 
date of November 1,1974. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commissio n’s ru les of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before October 18, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 


file a petition to intervene. Copies of 
this filing are on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and are available for public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-24377 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. CI75-191J 

CITIES SERVICE OIL CO. 

Notice of Application 

October 10,1974. 

Take notice that on September 30, 
1974, Cities Service Oil Company (Ap¬ 
plicant) , P.O. Box 300, Tulsa, Oklahoma 
74102, filed in Docket No. CI75-191 an 
application pursuant to Section 7(b) of 
the Natural Gas Act for permission and 
approval to abandon the sale of natural 
gas to Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, 
a Division of Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee), 
from West Cameron Block 135, offshore 
Louisiana, all as more fully set forth in 
the application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec¬ 
tion. 

Applicant states that by contract dated 
June 21, 1971. it agreed to sell and Ten¬ 
nessee agreed to purchase 50 percent of 
applicant’s one-half interest in gas re¬ 
serves developed in West Cameron Block 
135 of West Cameron Block 110 Field, off¬ 
shore Louisiana, limited to the subsea 
surface down to and including the L-4 
Sand, while applicant retained a 50 per¬ 
cent interest in said reserves for its own 
use. Applicant states further that its re¬ 
tained 50 percent portion of such re¬ 
serves were to be transported pursuant 
to a Gas Transportation Agreement be¬ 
tween applicant and Tennessee dated 
June 21, 1971. The application states 
that by agreement dated September 22, 
1971 applicant and Tennessee agreed 
that applicant would deliver and Tennes¬ 
see would purchase 100 percent of the 
available gas until such time as the 
above described transportation arrange¬ 
ment could be implemented. Applicant 
alleges that, based on recent gas reserve 
determinations, approximately 48.12 per¬ 
cent of the reserves had been delivered 
as of July 31, 1974, and that subsequent 
deliveries to date plus any necessary final 
deliveries have totaled or will total 50 
percent of the agreed to reserve volumes. 
Applicant, therefore, requests permis¬ 
sion and approval to abandon the sale 
of natural gas to Tennessee. 

The application indicates that by order 
issued May 30,1974, the issue with regard 
to the above described transportation ar¬ 
rangement between applicant and Ten¬ 
nessee was severed from the proceeding 
on its certificate application in Docket 
No. CI72-19 for further consideration by 
the Commission and consolidated with 
other transportation matters in Tennes¬ 
see Gas Pipeline Company, et al., in 
Docket No. CP72-6 now pending Com¬ 
mission decision. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before October 
31,1974, file with the Federal Power Com¬ 


mission, Washington. D.C. 20426, a peti¬ 
tion to intervene or a protest in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate ac¬ 
tion to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the pro¬ 
ceeding. Any person wishing to become 
a party to a proceeding or to participate 
as a party in any hearing therein must 
file a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure 
a hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this ap¬ 
plication if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that permission and ap¬ 
proval for the proposed abandonment are 
required by the public convenience and 
necessity. If a petition for leave to inter¬ 
vene is timely filed, or if the Commission 
on its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing 1s required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24378 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RP75-18] 

CONSOLIDATED GAS SUPPLY CORP. 

Notice of Changes in Rate Schedules 
October 10, 1974. 

Take notice that on September 23, 
1974, Consolidated Gas Supply Corpora¬ 
tion (Consolidated) tendered for filing 
proposed changes in its FPC Gas Tariff. 
Original Volume No. 3. Consolidated 
stages that the tariff sheets tendered, af¬ 
fecting its Rate Schedules F-17, F-19 
and F-20, reflect an increase in rates 
charged thereunder of 1.0 cent per Mcf. 
Consolidated states further that this in¬ 
crease is consistent with the upward ad¬ 
justment in base area rates expressly 
provided for gas sold under contracts 
dated after October 1, 1968, or from res¬ 
ervoirs discovered after such date. 1 Such 
higher rates are also permitted by the 
contract provisions of the said Sched¬ 
ules. according to the Company. 

Consolidated has requested that the 
proposed rates become effective on Octo¬ 
ber 23,1974. 

Consolidated states that copies of the 
proposed tariff sheets have been mailed 
to each of its jurisdictional customer 
under each of the said Rate Schedules. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Fed- 


1 See: 18 CFR 154.105(c) (2). 
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eral Power Commission. 825 North Capi¬ 
tol Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, 
in accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission's rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before October 21, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make protes- 
tants parties to the proceeding. Any per¬ 
son wishing to become a party must file 
a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth P. Plumb, 

Secretary . 

(FR Doc.74-24379 Piled 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


l Docket No. R174-2201 

DINERO OIL CO. 

Notice of Certification of Settlement 
Agreement 

October 10, 1974. 

Take notice that on October 1, 1974, 
the Presiding Administrative Law Judge 
certified a Settlement Agreement (Set¬ 
tlement) to the Commission in the above 
captioned proceeding. 

The certification states that the Set¬ 
tlement was presented to the Presiding 
Administrative Law Judge on Septem¬ 
ber 23, 1974, and purports to settle all 
issues in the proceeding. Counsel for 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, also 
appeared that day as counsel for Dinero 
Oil Company, and submitted to the Pre¬ 
siding Administrative Law Judge for 
certification to the Commission a "Stipu¬ 
lation and Settlement Agreement" bear¬ 
ing the signatures of Bruce Anderson, 
Managing Partner of Dinero Oil Com¬ 
pany and of Tucker W. Peterson, coun¬ 
sel for Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company. 
Staff counsel did not sign the Agreement, 
but moved that this document be certi¬ 
fied to the Commission for its approval, 
stating that Staff was submitting a 
memorandum in which Staff recom¬ 
mended the acceptance of such Stipula¬ 
tion and Settlement Agreement. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street. NE., Washington. D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on 
or before October 23, 1974. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in de¬ 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
fifing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

IFR Doc.74-24380 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


[ Docket No. CP75—103] 

EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO. 

Notice of Application 

October 9, 1974. 

Take notice that on September 26, 
1974, El Paso Natural Gas Company (Ap¬ 
plicant), P.O. Box 1492, El Paso. Texas, 
79978, filed an application in Docket No. 
CP75-103 pursuant to section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act, as implemented by 
§ 157.7(b) of the Regulations thereun¬ 
der, (18 CFR 157.7(b)), for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity au¬ 
thorizing the construction, during the 
calendar year 1975, and the operation of 
facilities to enable applicant to take into 
its certificated main pipeline system 
natural gas which will be purchased from 
producers thereof, all as more fully set 
forth in the application which is on file 
with the Commission and open to pub¬ 
lic inspection. 

The stated purpose of this budget- 
type application is to augment appli¬ 
cant’s ability to act with reasonable dis¬ 
patch in contracting for and connect¬ 
ing to its pipe line system supplies of 
natural gas in various producing areas 
generally co-extensive with said system. 

Applicant states that the total cost of 
the proposed facilities will not exceed 
$5,000,000, with no single project to ex¬ 
ceed $1,000,000. Applicant states further 
that the proposed facilities will be fi¬ 
nanced through use of working funds, 
supplemented, as necessary, by short¬ 
term borrowings. 

Applicant notes that the Commission 
has issued a notice of proposed rulemak¬ 
ing in Docket No. RM75-2 \ wherein it 
is proposed to amend the aforesaid § 157.- 
7(b). Should the Commission issue an 
order in Docket No. RM75-2 revising the 
definition of "gas-purchase facilities” 
and increasing the single project cost 
limitations for such facilities, Applicant 
requests that the authorization herein 
requested incorporate such revisions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before October 
29, 1974, file with the Federal Pow T er 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a 
petition to intervene or a protest in ac¬ 
cordance with the requirements of the 
Commissio n’s r ules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the Reg¬ 
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the Com¬ 
mission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 


* 39 FR 29938. 


Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 
this application if no petition to inter¬ 
vene is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own re¬ 
view of the matter finds that a grant of 
the certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or 
if the Commission on its own motion be¬ 
lieves that a formal hearing is required, 
further notice of such hearing will be 
duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

]FR Doc. 74-24381 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


[Docket No. RP74-35] 

NATIONAL FUEL GAS SUPPLY CORP. 
(FORMERLY UNITED NATURAL GAS CO.) 

Notice of Tendered Tariff Revision 
October 10,1974. 

Take notice that on September 26, 
1974, National Fuel Gas Company (Na¬ 
tional) submitted for filing copies of 
Twelfth Revised Sheet No. 3-A to its 
FPC Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 1. 
National states that the revised tariff 
sheet reflects an adjustment in National’s 
rates under section 16 (PGA) of its tariff 
of .26 cents per Mcf, an increase of 
$124,248 annually over the revenues that 
w'ould be generated from the rates set 
forth in its Eleventh Revised Sheet No. 
3-A, filed September 20. 1974. If any of 
National’s supplier rates as billed are 
different than the rates included in this 
filing, National proposes to accrue the 
difference in Account 191—Unrecovered 
Purchased Gas Costs. 

National requests waiver of section 
16.6 of the General Terms and Conditions 
of its FPC tariff relating to the 45 day 
notice requirement, and waiver of the 
Commission’s rules and regulations to 
permit its tendered filing to become ef¬ 
fective October 1, 1974. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street. NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or be¬ 
fore October 18, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24382 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 
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[Docket No. RP73-8] 

NORTH PENN GAS CO. 

Notice of Proposed Change in Rates 
October 10,1974. 

Take notice that on September 27. 
1974, North Penn Gas Company (North 
Penn) tendered for filing proposed 
changes in its FPC Gas Tariff, First Re¬ 
vised Volume No. 1. North Penn states 
that the revised tariff sheet contains a 
surcharge credit of 0.159 cent per Mcf 
and will decrease revenues for the six- 
month effective period by approximately 
$15,000.00. 

North Penn states that the surcharge 
credit is to reflect the effect of amounts 
accumulated in the unrecovered pur¬ 
chased gas account for the six-month 
period. March 1,1974 through August 31, 
1974. North Penn states that it has also 
included refunds received from suppliers 
which have accumulated on its books 
during the six-month period ended Au¬ 
gust 31, 1974. North Penn proposes that 
the surcharge credit be in effect for the 
six-month period December 1, 1974 

through May 31, 1974. 

Copies of this filing, North Penn as¬ 
serts, have been mailed to each of its 
jurisdictional customers and interested 
state commissions. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE„ Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before October 18, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24384 Filed 10-18-74; 8:45 amj 


l Docket No. G-17892] 

NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO. 
Notice of Tariff Filing 

October 10, 1974. 

Take notice that on September 26, 
1974, Northern Natural Gas Company 
(Northern) tendered for filing as part 
of its FPC Gas Tariff, Original Volume 
No. 2, Second Revised Sheet No. 420 and 
First Revised Sheet No. 423. An effective 
date of November 1, 1974, is requested. 

Northern states that these tariff sheets 
contain a revision to the Gas Sales Agree¬ 
ment dated September 22, 1961 between 
Northern and Pioneer Natural Gas 
Company. 

Northern states that this Agreement 
provides for the sale and delivery of up 
to 1,000 Mcf/day of firm gas between 
April 1 and October 1 of each year and 


up to 1,000 Mcf/day of interruptible gas 
between October 1 and April 1 and is 
identified as Rate Schedule X-30 in 
Volume 2 of Northern’s FPC Gas Tariff. 

According to Northern, these sheets are 
being filed at this time to incorporate 
into the contract the provisions of an 
amendment of the contract dated Sep¬ 
tember 9, 1974, which amendment ex¬ 
tends the term of the contract until April 
1. 1978, and thereafter until cancelled by 
either party on six months’ prior written 
notice. 

Northern states that a copy of this 
filing has been mailed to Pioneer Natural 
Gas Company and that a copy of this 
filing is also available for public inspec¬ 
tion in a convenient form and place at 
Northern’s office of Omaha, Nebraska. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE., Washington, D.C., 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or be¬ 
fore October 18, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission and 
are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24383 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am| 


[Docket No. CP75-107| 

NORTHWEST PIPELINE CORP. 

Notice of Application 

October 10, 1974. 

Take notice that on September 30, 
1974, Northwest Pipeline Corporation 
(Applicant), P.O. Box 1526, Salt Lake 
City, Utah 84110, filed in Docket No. 
CP75-107 an application pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act, as 
implemented, by § 157.7(b) of the Regu¬ 
lations thereunder (18 CFR 157.7(b)), 
for a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity authorizing the construc¬ 
tion during the calendar year 1975 and 
operation of facilities to enable appli¬ 
cant to take into its certificated main 
pipeline system natural gas which will be 
purchased from producers thereof, all as 
more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission and 
open to public inspection. 

The stated purpose of this budget-type 
application is to augment applicant’s 
ability to act with reasonable dispatch in 
contracting for and connecting to its 
pipeline system supplies of natural gas 
in various producing areas generally co¬ 
extensive with said system. 

Applicant states that the total cost of 
the proposed facilities will not exceed 
$4,000,000, with no single project to ex¬ 
ceed $1,000,000. Applicant notes that the 


Commission has issued a notice of pm- 
posed rulemaking in Docket No. rm 
75-2/ wherein it is proposed to amend 
the aforesaid § 157.7(b). Should the 
Commission issue an order in Docket 
No. RM75-2 increasing the maximum 
single project cost limitations for such 
facilities, Applicant requests authoriza¬ 
tion for a total expenditure not to ex¬ 
ceed $6,000,000, with the cost of gas pur¬ 
chase facilities for a single project not 
to exceed $1,500,000. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said application should on or before 
October 30, 1974, file with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20426, a petition to intervene or a pro¬ 
test in accordance with the requirements 
of the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
<18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file 
a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the Fed¬ 
eral Power Commission by sections 7 and 
15 of the Natural Gas Act and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
a hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this ap¬ 
plication if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the certifi¬ 
cate is required by the public convenience 
and necessity. If a petition for leave to 
intervene is timely filed, or if the Com¬ 
mission on its own motion believes that 
a formal hearing is required, further 
notice of such hearing will be duly 
given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

|FR Doc.74-24385 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 amj 


[Docket No. RP72-154] 

NORTHWEST PIPELINE CORP. 

Notice of Change in Rates 

October 15, 1974. 

Take notice that on October 4. 1974, 
Northw r est Pipeline Corporation (North¬ 
west) tendered for filing and acceptance 
a notice of change in rates applicable to 
service rendered under rate schedules 
affected by and subject to the Purchased 
Gas Cost Adjustment Provision (PGAC) 
now contained in its FPC Gas Tariff, 


3 39 FR 29938. 
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Original Volume No. 1. Northwest states 
that such change In rates is occasioned 
by a substantial increase in the cost of 
Canadian gas purchased by Northwest 
from its Canadian pipeline supplier, 
Westcoast Transmission Company 
(Westcoast), in compliance with direc¬ 
tives of the Canadian regulatory author¬ 
ities. 

The filing indicates that Northwest has 
been notified that the Canadian National 
Energy Board (NEB) has ordered that 
the existing export licenses under which 
Northwest purchases gas from West¬ 
coast be amended to establish a border 
export price not less than, nor greater 
than, $1.00 per Mcf, to become effective 
on November 1, 1974. Northwest obtains 
approximately two-thirds of its total gas 
supply from Westcoast. This increase in 
purchase gas cost will result in an an¬ 
nualized increase of $135,403,475. 

Although Northwest’s PGAC provides 
for the tracking of changes in the cost 
of purchased gas each six months, be¬ 
cause of the magnitude of the volume 
purchased from Westcoast and the ex¬ 
traordinary increase in the unit price 
thereof, Northwest requests that it be 
allowed to track the increase in gas 
purchase cost concurrently with the date 
of the increase and requests waiver of 
the provisions of its PGAC to accomplish 
this. 

Accordingly, Northwest gives notice in 
the instant filing of the change in rates 
for gas service resulting from the in¬ 
crease in purchase cost of imported sup¬ 
plies from Westcoast. Northwest states 
that such increase in rates is 31.04 cents 
per Mcf (2.964 cents per therm) above 
the rates which are effective on Octo¬ 
ber 1, 1974, at Docket No. RP72-154 and 
will produce annual jurisdictional reve¬ 
nues of approximately $133,659,119. The 
proposed effective date for the change in 
rates is November 1. 1974. 

Northwest concurrently filed applica¬ 
tions to amend its import authorization 
for Importation of Natural Gas from the 
Dominion of Canada at the Sumas and 
Kingagate import points in Docket No. 
CP73-332. It also filed a Motion for Con¬ 
solidation and Expedited Decision of this 
PGA increase and the amended import 
authorizations pursuant to I 1.32 of the 
Commission’s regulations. 

Northwest states that a copy of the 
instant filing has been served upon each 
of Northwest’s jurisdicational customers 
and affected state regulatory agencies. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition to 
intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE., Washington. D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before October 22, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 


file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[PR Doc.74-24369 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. CP72-286] 

PANHANDLE EASTERN PIPE LINE CO. 

Notice of Petition To Amend 

October 10, 1974. 

„ Take notice that on October 2, 1974, 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company 
(Petitioner), P.O. Box 1642, Houston, 
Tex&s 77001, filed in Docket No. CP72- 
286 a petition to amend the order issued 
in the subject docket on October 10. 1972 
(48 FPC 759), as amended on November 
27. 1973 (50 FPC_), pursuant to sec¬ 

tion 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act by 
deleting the Installation of pipeline com¬ 
pressor facilities which are no longer 
necessary to effect the exchange of nat¬ 
ural gas authorized in the subject 
docket, all as more fully set forth in the 
petition which is on file with the Com¬ 
mission and open to public inspection. 

By order issued October 10, 1972, the 
Commission authorized implementation 
of a Gas Purchase and Exchange Agree¬ 
ment between petitioner and Arkansas 
Louisiana Gas Company (Arkla) dated 
May 9. 1972, under the terms of which 
Arkla was to deliver up to 75,000 Mcf of 
gas per day to Kansas-Nebraska Natural 
Gas Company, Inc. (Kansas-Nebraska), 
for the account of petitioner. Fifty per¬ 
cent of said 75,000 Mcf of gas was to 
be sold to petitioner, and the other fifty 
percent was to be delivered on a delayed 
exchange basis. Petitioner was to return 
up to 37,500 Mcf of exchange gas to Arkla 
from the Buffalo Wallow Field, Hemphill 
County, Texas, via the Kansas-Nebraska 
Buffalo Line. To facilitate delivery of 
such return volumes to Arkla, Petitioner 
was authorized to construct a compressor 
unit on its Buffalo Wallow gathering 
system. 1 

Petitioner relates that on June 26,1974, 
in Docket No. CP74-200 the Commission 
authorized Kansas-Nebraska to construct 
and operate a 5,200 H.P. compressor unit 
on its Buffalo Wallow gathering system. 
Petitioner states that as a result of 
Kansas-Nebraska’s installing this com¬ 
pression, 30 percent of the cost of which 
is apportioned to petitioner, the pressure 
on Kansas-Nebraska’s 20-inch Buffalo 
Line will be sufficient to redeliver the 
exchange volumes to Arkla without the 
installation by Petitioner of the com¬ 
pressor horsepower authorized in the 
subject docket. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should on or before 
November 1, 1974, filed with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20426, a petition to intervene or protest 


1 Return volumes were to be delivered at 
1,000 pstg. 


in accordance with the requirements of 
the Commissions’ rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
Regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action 
to be taken but will not serve to make 
the protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party to 
a proceeding or to participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file a peti¬ 
tion to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24386 FUed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-9044] 

PUBLIC SERVICE CO. OF INDIANA, INC. 
Notice of Second Supplemental Agreement 
October 10, 1974. 

Take notice that on October 1, 1974, 
Public Service Company of Indiana, Inc. 
(Indiana) tendered for filing a second 
supplemental agreement to the Inter¬ 
connection Agreement dated May 1,1966, 
between Indiana and Central Illinois 
Public Service Company (Central Illi¬ 
nois) . Enclosed with this filing are copies 
of the certificate of concurrence of Cen¬ 
tral Illinois. 

Indiana states that the purpose of this 
supplemental agreement is to increase 
the demand charge for short term power 
from 40 cents per kilowatt per week to 
45 cents per kilowatt per week. The par¬ 
ties agree, according to Indiana, that 
the demand charge of 40 cents per kilo¬ 
watt per week does not provide adequate 
compensation for short term capacity 
considering present and anticipated fu¬ 
ture costs. 

Indiana states that the extent of use 
of short term power between the two 
parties for the next twelve months is 
unknown at the present time, as it will 
only be scheduled from time to time as 
load and capacity conditions on the sys¬ 
tems dictate. Accordingly, the company 
asserts, it is not possible to estimate the 
volume of transactions and revenues for 
such period. 

Indiana requests that the Commission 
accept this supplemental agreement for 
filing as a rate schedule effective No¬ 
vember 1, 1974. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and proce¬ 
dure (18 CFR 1.8,1.10). All such petitions 
or protests should be filed on or before 
October 21, 1974. Protests will be consid¬ 
ered by the Commission in determining 
the appropriate action to be taken, but 
will not serve to make protestants parties 
to the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
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with the Commission and are available 
lor public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24370 Piled 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-9001] 

ROCKLAND ELECTRIC CO. 

Notice of Tender of Revised Fuel Clause 
October 11, 1974. 

Take notice that on October 2, 1974, 
Rockland Electric Company (Rockland) 
tendered for filing a proposed revised 
fuel clause for application to its Rate 
Schedule FPC No. 6, Supplement No. 3. 
This filing is made, Rockland states, pur¬ 
suant to the Commission's order of Sep¬ 
tember 27, 1974, in which the Commis¬ 
sion rejected Rockland’s proposed fuel 
clause without prejudice to Rockland’s 
right to file a revised fuel clause con¬ 
forming to the Commission’s regulations. 

Rockland requests an effective date of 
October 16, 1974, for the revised fuel 
clause. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before October 23, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make pro- 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-24387 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-8769] 

TAMPA ELECTRIC CO. 

Notice of Filing of Certificate of 
Concurrence 

October 10,1974. 

Take notice that on September 4, 1974, 
Tampa Electric Company (Tampa) 
tendered for filing a certificate of con¬ 
currence encompassing the Letter Agree¬ 
ment with Florida Power and Light Com¬ 
pany dated December 29, 1969, regarding 
Florida Power and Light Company FPC 
Rate Schedule No. 5. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti¬ 
tions or protests should be filed on or 
before October 18, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 


taken, but will not serve to make Pro¬ 
testants parties to the proceeding. Any 
person wishing to become a party must 
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this 
filing are on file with the Commission 
and are available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24389 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. E-9006] 

TAMPA ELECTRIC CO. 

Notice of Filing of Certificate of 
Concurrence 

October 10,1974. 

Take notice that on September 4, 1974, 
Tampa Electric Company (Tampa) 
tendered for filing a certificate of con¬ 
currence covering an Interconnection 
Agreement with Florida Power Corpora¬ 
tion (Florida Power Corporation FPC 
Rate Schedule No. 70) and various sup¬ 
plements to that agreement. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street. NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in 
accordance with §§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such 
petitions or protests should be filed on or 
before October 18, 1974. Protests will be 
considered by the Commission in deter¬ 
mining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make Protes¬ 
tants parties to the proceeding. Any per¬ 
son wishing to become a party must file a 
petition to intervene. Copies of this filing 
are on file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24388 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. CP71-158] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE 
CORP., FLORIDA GAS TRANSMISSION 
CO. 

Notice of Petition To Amend 

October 10,1974. 

Take notice that on September 30, 
1974, Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corporation (Transco), P.O. Box 1396, 
Houston, Texas 77001, and Florida Gas 
Transmission Company (Florida Gas), 
P.O. Box 44, Winter Park, Florida 32789, 
(Petitioner) filed in Docket No. CP71- 
158 a joint petition to amend the Com¬ 
mission’s order issued on August 2, 1971 
(46 FPC 280) in said docket pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act by 
authorizing the installation of two addi¬ 
tional tap valves and a 16-inch meter 
tube and appurtenances on Florida Gas 
and Transco’s authorized facilities in St. 
Helena Parish, Louisiana, all as more 
fully set forth in the petition which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

By the order of August 2, 1971, Peti¬ 
tioners were authorized to construct and 
operate facilities necessary to imple¬ 


ment an exchange agreement between 
Petitioners dated October 26, 1970. Peti¬ 
tioners have now agreed to add another 
meter tube to the existing exchange fa¬ 
cilities at the intersection of Transcos 
Southeast Louisiana Lateral with the 
main pipeline of Florida Gas in St. 
Helena Parish. 

Transco proposes to construct, install 
and operate a 10-inch tap valve on its 
30-inch line, a 16-inch meter tube and 
related measuring and appurtenant 
facilities at a total overall capital cost 
of $86,250, for which it will be reimbursed 
by Florida Gas. Florida Gas proposes to 
install a 10-inch tap valve on its 30-inch 
line at a cost of $7,000. Florida Gas pro¬ 
poses to pay the entire cost of the pro¬ 
posed facilities from funds on hand. 

Petitioners claim that the proposed 
additional meter tube will allow for 
greater flexibility in delivering gas from 
one party to the other in case of emer¬ 
gency or under other circumstances 
where such deliveries would be beneficial 
to fulfill the obligations of Petitioners. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should on or before 
October 31, 1974, file with the Federal 
Power Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20426, a petition to intervene or a protest 
in accordance with the requirements of 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
Protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24391 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


[Docket No. CP74-33] 

TRANSCONTINENTAL GAS PIPE LINE 
CORP. 

Notice of Further Extension of Procedural 
Dates 

October 10,1974. 

On October 4, 1974, Transcontinental 
Gas Pipe Line Corporation filed a motion 
for further extension of the procedural 
dates fixed by Order issued July 15.1974, 
as modified by Notice issued August 16, 
1974, in the above designated matter. The 
motion states that Staff Counsel has no 
objection and that no other party has re¬ 
quested a hearing in this matter. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that the procedural dates in the 
above matter are modified as follows: 
Service of testimony and exhibits by Com¬ 
pany, October 80, 1974. 

Hearing, November 12, 1974 (10 a.m. EDT). 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24390 FUed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 
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(Docket No. E-86191 

WISCONSIN ELECTRIC POWER CO., 

WISCONSIN MICHIGAN POWER CO. 

Notice Changing Date of Hearing 

October 10, 1974. 

On September 16, 1974. a notice was 
issued extending the procedural dates in 
the above-designated matter. Notice is 
hereby given that the hearing date is 
changed from January 21, 1975 to Janu¬ 
ary 28. 1975, at 10 a.m. EDT. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 74-24392 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 ami 

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

CENTRAL NATIONAL CORP. 

Order Approving Acquisition of Assets of 
a Bank Holding Company 

Central National Corporation, Rich¬ 
mond. Virginia, a bank holding company 
within the meaning of the Bank Holding 
Company Act, has applied for the 
Board's approval pursuant to section 3 
of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842) to acquire all 
of the assets of Northern Virginia Bank- 
shares Incorporated (“Bankshares”), 
Bailey's Crossroads. Virginia, and 
thereby to acquire all of the voting shares 
of: Hamilton Bank and Trust Company 
(“Hamilton Bank”), Bailey’s Cross¬ 
roads, Virginia; First Manassas Bank 
and Trust Company (“Manassas Bank”), 
Manassas, Virginia; and The Bank of 
Arlington (“Arlington Bank”), Arling¬ 
ton, Virginia (collectively referred to as 
“Banks”). Following consummation of 
the acquisition, Bankshares will be 
liquidated. 

At the same time. Applicant has ap¬ 
plied for the Board’s approval under sec¬ 
tion 4(c)(8) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1843 
(c) (8)) and § 225.4(b) (2) of the Board's 
regulation Y, to acquire voting shares 
of Bankers Mortgage Corporation 
(“BMC”), Falls Church, Virginia, and 
thereby to engage in the activities of a 
general mortgage banking business, in¬ 
cluding originating mortgage loans for 
its own account or for the accounts of 
others, and servicing such loans. Such 
activities have been determined by the 
Board to be closely related to banking 
(12 CFR 225.4(a) (1) and (3)). 

Notice of the applications, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to 
submit comments and views, has been 
given in accordance with section 3 of 
the Act (39 FR 28564) and section 4 of 
the Act (39 FR 28327) . The time for fil¬ 
ing comments and views has expired, and 
all comments and views received have 
been considered by the Board in light of 
the factors set forth in section 3(c) of 
the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(C)) and section 
4(c)(8) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c)). 

Applicant, the ninth largest bank 
holding company in Virginia, controls 
three subsidiary banks with 22 banking 
offices and aggregate deposits of $307 
million, 1 representing approximately 2.5 


1 Banking data are as of December 31. 1973. 


percent of the total deposits in commer¬ 
cial banks in Virginia. The acquisi¬ 
tion of Hamilton Bank (deposits of $25.5 
million), Manassas Bank (deposits of 
$12.4 million), and Arlington Bank (de¬ 
posits of $9.2 million) would increase 
Applicant’s share of total State deposits 
by 0.3 percent and would not change Ap¬ 
plicant’s rank among the State’s banking 
organizations. 

Bankshares is the smallest multibank 
holding company in Virginia, with three 
subsidiary banks operating ten offices 
located in the Northern Virginia portion 
of the Washington, D.C. SMSA banking 
market. Bankshares controls aggregate 
deposits of $47.1 million, representing 
approximately 0.5 percent of total de¬ 
posits in commercial banks in the 
market. 

This proposal represents Applicant’s 
initial entry into the Northern Virginia- 
Washington, D.C. banking market. Ap¬ 
plicant’s banking office closest to this 
market is located approximately 75 miles 
away, and there is no meaningful ex¬ 
isting competition between the subject 
banks and any of Applicant’s existing 
banking subsidiaries; nor does it appear 
likely that such competition would de¬ 
velop in the future in view- of the dis¬ 
tances involved and Virginia’s restrictive 
branching law. Although Applicant could 
enter the Northern Virginia area by 
means of a de novo bank, this does not 
appear likely due to the large number 
of banks in the area, including offices of 
each of the State’s eight largest bank¬ 
ing organizations. Applicant’s acquisition 
of Bankshares would not significantly 
increase concentration nor decrease 
competition in the market due to the 
relatively small size of the institutions 
involved. It is the Board’s view that con¬ 
summation of this proposal would en¬ 
able Bankshares’ subsidiary banks to 
compete more effectively with the other 
financial institutions in the market. Ac¬ 
cordingly, the Board concludes that com¬ 
petitive considerations are consistent 
with approval of the application. 

The financial and managerial re¬ 
sources of Applicant. Bankshares, and 
their respective subsidiary banks are re¬ 
garded as satisfactory, and their future 
prospects appear favorable. Although 
there is no evidence in the record to in¬ 
dicate that the banking needs of the 
residents of the Northern Virginia area 
are not being met, affiliation with Appli¬ 
cant will enable Bankshares’ subsidiary 
banks to offer additional services to their 
customers. Considerations relating to the 
convenience and needs of the community 
to be served are consistent with approval 
of the application. It is the Board’s judg¬ 
ment that the proposed acquisition of 
Bankshares would be in the public in¬ 
terest and that the application should be 
approved. 

Incident to this proposal. Applicant 
has also applied pursuant to section 4(c) 
(8) of the Act to acquire BMC, a small 
Northern Virginia mortgage company. 
BMC engages in the activities of a mort¬ 
gage banker, including the origination 
and servicing of loans for its own account 


and for the accounts of others. BMC 
operates one office and had total origi¬ 
nations of $2.3 million in 1973, which rep¬ 
resents an insignificant portion of the 
total originations for the Washington. 
D.C. SMSA. In view of the relatively 
small size of this company, it does not 
appear that Applicant’s acquisition of 
BMC w r ould have any adverse effect on 
competition in any relevant area. The 
affiliation of BMC with Applicant should 
result in improvements in the mortgage 
services offered by BMC and thus pro¬ 
vide benefits to the public. 

There is no evidence in the record to 
indicate that consummation of the pro¬ 
posal to acquire BMC wxmld result in any 
undue concentration of resources, unfair 
competition, conflicts of interests, un¬ 
sound banking practices, or other adverse 
effects upon the public interest. Based 
upon the foregoing and other considera¬ 
tions reflected in the record, the Board 
has determined, in accordance with the 
provisions of section 4(c)(8), that con¬ 
summation of this proposal can reason¬ 
ably be expected to result in benefits to 
the public that outweigh possible adverse 
effects and that the application to ac¬ 
quire BMC should be approved. 

Accordingly, the applications are ap¬ 
proved for the reasons summarized 
above. The acquisitions of Banks shall 
not be made before the thirtieth calendar 
day following the effective date of this 
Order. The acquisitions of Banks and 
BMC shall be made not later than three 
months after the effective date of this 
Order unless such period is extended for 
good cause by the Board or by the Fed¬ 
eral Reserve Bank of Richmond pursu¬ 
ant to delegated authority. 

The determination as to BMC is sub¬ 
ject to the conditions set forth in § 225.4 
(c) of regulation Y and to the Board’s 
authority to require such modification or 
termination of the activities of a holding 
company or any of its subsidiaries as the 
Board finds necessary to assure compli¬ 
ance with the provisions and purposes of 
the Act and the Board’s regulations and 
orders issued thereunder or to prevent 
evasion thereof. 

By order of the Board of Governors,* 
effective October 9,1974. 

[seal] Theodore E. Allison, 

Secretary of the Board. 

(FR Doc.74-24456 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


FEDERATED CAPITAL CORP. 

Acquisition of Bank 

Federated Capital Corporation, 
Houston, Texas, has applied for the 
Board’s approval under Section 3(a)(3) 
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(3)) to acquire all of the 
voting shares (less directors' qualifying 
shares) of South Park National Bank, 
San Antonio, Texas, a proposed new 
bank. The factors that are considered 
in acting on the application are set forth 


* Voting for this action: Chairman Burns 
and Governors Mitchell, Sheehan, Bucher, 
Holland, and Wallich. 
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in Section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Dallas. 
Any person wishing to comment on the 
application should submit views in writ¬ 
ing to the Secretary, Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20551, to be received not later 
than November 7, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, October 10, 1974. 

I seal] Griffith L. Garwood, 

Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

|FR Doc.74-24457 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


FIRST NATIONAL FINANCIAL CORP. 

Order Approving Acquisition of an 
Existing Bank 

First National Financial Corporation, 
Kalamazoo, Michigan, a bank holding 
company within the meaning of the Bank 
Holding Company Act, has applied for 
the Board’s approval under section 3 
(a) (3) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)), 
of the acquisition of 100 percent of the 
voting shares (less directors’ qualifying 
shares) of the successor by merger to 
The Gogebic National Bank of Ironwood, 
Ironwood, Michigan ("Bank”). The bank 
into which Bank is to be merged has no 
significance except as a means to facili¬ 
tate the acquisition of the voting shares 
of Bank. Accordingly, the proposed ac¬ 
quisition of shares of the successor orga¬ 
nization is treated herein as the proposed 
acquisition of the shares of Bank. 

Notice of the application, affording 
opportunity for interested persons to 
submit comments and views, has been 
given in accordance with section 3(b) of 
the Act. The time for filing comments 
and views has expired, and none has been 
timely received. This Reserve Bank has 
considered the application in light of the 
factors set forth in section 3(c) of the 
Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

Applicant is the tenth largest banking 
organization in Michigan, with nine 
banks (aggregate deposits of $457.3 mil¬ 
lion 1 * * * ), representing 1.7 percent of total 
commercial bank deposits in the State 
as of July 1, 1974. Acquisition of Bank 
would increase Applicant’s rank to ninth 
with 1.8 percent of total State commer¬ 
cial bank deposits, and would not signifi¬ 
cantly increase the concentration of 
banking resources in Michigan. 

Bank (deposits of $18.6 million) is the 
second largest of seven banking organi¬ 
zations in the Ironwood, Michigan, 
banking market, 5 with somewhat more 
than 26 percent of total market deposits. 
Applicant’s banking office nearest to 
Bank’s main office is 83 miles southeast, 


1 AU deposit data are aa of December 31. 

1973. 

* The Ironwood market is the relevant 
market area and is approximated by the 

western two-thirds of Qogebic County, 
Michigan, and a small portion of northern 
Wisconsin. Market ranking is as of June 30, 

1973. 


in the town of Stambaugh. The Stam- 
baugh office is 30 miles from a proposed 
branch of Bank to be located in the town 
of Watersmeet. No meaningful competi¬ 
tion exists between Bank and any of Ap¬ 
plicant’s present subsidiaries; nor does 
it appear likely that such competition 
will develop in the future, in view of the 
distances involved and Michigan’s re¬ 
strictive branching laws. Competitive 
considerations are consistent with ap¬ 
proval of the application. 

The financial and managerial resources 
and future prospects of Applicant, its 
existing subsidiary banks and Bank are 
considered to be satisfactory. Banking 
factors are, therefore, consistent with 
approval. Although there is no evidence 
to indicate that the financial needs of 
the community to be served are not cur¬ 
rently being met, Applicant plans to 
offer trust services to the area through 
the trust department of its lead bank 
and, in addition, to assist Bank in pro¬ 
viding a wider range of services and in 
expanding and improving services not 
available at Bank. Convenience and 
needs considerations are consistent with, 
and lend some weight toward, approval 
of the application. It is this Federal Re¬ 
serve Bank’s judgment that the proposed 
transaction is in the public interest and 
that the application should be approved. 

On the basis of the record as sum¬ 
marized above, the Federal Reserve 
Bank of Chicago approves the applica¬ 
tion, provided that the transaction shall 
not be consummated (a) before the 
thirtieth calendar day following the 
date of this Order, or (b) later than 
three months after the date of this 
Order unless such period is extended for 
good cause by the Board or this Federal 
Reserve Bank pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

By order of the Federal Reserve Bank 
of Chicago, acting pursuant to delegated 
authority for the Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System, effective 
October 7,1974. 

r seal 1 Robert P. Mayo, 

President . 

[FR Doc.74-24456 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


LACROSSE INSURANCE, INC. 

Formation of Bank Holding Company and 
Engagement in a General Insurance 
Agency Business 

LaCrosse Insurance, Inc., LaCrosse, 
Kansas, has applied for the Board’s ap¬ 
proval under section 3(a)(1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 
company through acquisition of 83.2 per 
cent or more of the voting shares of 
Farmers & Merchants State Bank of 
Rush County, LaCrosse, Kansas. The 
factors that are considered in acting on 
the application are set forth in section 
3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

LaCrosse Insurance, Inc., LaCrosse, 
Kansas has also applied, pursuant to 
section 4(c) (8) of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (12 UJS.C. 1843(c) (8)) and 
§ 225.4(b) (2) of the Board's Regulation 
Y, for permission to acquire voting 


shades of LaCrosse Insurance Agency, 
LaCrosse, Kansas. Notice of the applica¬ 
tion was published on August 8, 1974 in 
The Rush County News, a newspaper cir¬ 
culated in Rush County, Kansas. 

Applicant states that the proposed 
subsidiary would engage in the activities 
of the sale of all kinds of insurance and 
surety bonds, including but not limited 
to fire and casualty insurance, hail in¬ 
surance, life insurance, credit life insur¬ 
ance, home owners’ insurance, automo¬ 
bile insurance and inland marine insur¬ 
ance and to engage in a general insur¬ 
ance agency business in a community 
that has a population not exceeding 
5,000. Such activities have been specified 
by the Board in § 225.4(a) of Regulation 
Y as permissible for bank holding com¬ 
panies, subject to Board approval of in¬ 
dividual proposals in accordance with 
the procedures of $ 225.4(b). 

Interested persons mav express their 
views on the question whether consum¬ 
mation of the proposal c«n "reasonably 
be expected to produce benefits to the 
public, such as greater convenience, In¬ 
creased competition, or gains in effi¬ 
ciency, that outweigh possible adverse ef¬ 
fects, such as undue concentration of 
resources, decreased or unfair competi¬ 
tion, conflicts of interests, or unsound 
banking practices.” Any request for a 
hearing on this question should be ac¬ 
companied by a statement summarizing 
the evidence the person requesting the 
hearing proposes to submit or to elicit 
at the hearing and a statement of the 
reasons why this matter should not be 
resolved without a hearing. 

The application may be Inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City. 

Any views or requests for hearing 
should be submitted in writing and re¬ 
ceived by the Secretary, Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551, not later than 
November 6, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, October 9, 1974. 

IsealI Griffith L. Garwood, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

]FR Doc.74-24459 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 ami 


MERCANTILE NATIONAL BANK AT TEXAS 
AND THE EQUITABLE CO. OF TEXAS 

Request for Determination and Order 
Providing Opportunity for Hearing 

Notice Is hereby given that a request 
has been made to the Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System for a de¬ 
termination pursuant to the provisions 
of section 2(g) (3) of the Bank Holding 
Company Act of 1956 (12 U.S.C. 1841 
(g) (3)). by Mercantile National Bank 
at Texas. Dallas, Texas ("Mercantile”), 
and its subsidiary. The Equitable Com¬ 
pany of Texas, Dallas, Texas ("Equi¬ 
table”) . 

Mercantile and Equitable, registered 
bank holding companies within the 
meaning of section 2(a) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act of 1956, as 
amended (12 U.S.C. 1841(a)), by reason 
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of their ownership of more than 5 percent 
of the voting shares of Garland Bank & 
Trust Company, Garland, Texas, Grand 
Avenue Bank & Trust Company, Dallas, 
Texas, Citizens Bank, Richardson, Texas, 
and First National Bank of Lancaster, 
Lancaster, Texas, seek a determination 
that their status as bank holding com¬ 
panies has terminated as a result of the 
sale and transfer of 95 percent or more 
of the shares of the banks herein men¬ 
tioned to numerous persons and corpo¬ 
rations including the Republic National 
Life Insurance Company, Dallas, Texas 
(“Republic”), the First Southwest Com¬ 
pany, Dallas, Texas, and the Grand Ave¬ 
nue Bank & Trust Company, Dallas, 
Texas. 

Mercantile and Equitable seek a deter¬ 
mination pursuant to section 2(g)(3) of 
the Act that they are not capable of con¬ 
trolling: The Republic National Life In¬ 
surance Company notwithstanding the 
interlocking officer and director relation¬ 
ships between Republic and Mercantile 
involving Messrs. J. D. Francis and T. P. 
Beasley; the First Southwest Company 
by virtue of any outstanding debts to 
Mercantile; or the Grand Avenue Bank & 
Trust Company by virtue of any inter¬ 
locking officer or director relationships or 
by virtue of any outstanding debts to 
Mercantile involving one Mr. Strickland. 

Section 2(g) (3) of the Act provides 
that shares transferred after January 1, 
1966, by any bank holding company (or 
by any company which but for such 
transfer, would be a bank holding com¬ 
pany) directly or indirectly to any trans¬ 
feree that is indebted to the transferor 
or has one or more officers, directors, 
trustees or beneficiaries in common with 
or subject to control by the transferor, 
shall be deemed to be indirectly owned 
or controlled by the transferor unless 
the Board, after opportunity for hearing, 
determines that the transferor is not in 
fact capable of controlling the transferee. 

It is ordered. That, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 2(g)(3) of the Act an opportunity 
be and hereby is provided for filing a re¬ 
quest for hearing. Any such request or 
written comments on the application 
should be submitted in writing (in du¬ 
plicate) to the Secretary, Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System. 
Washington, D.C. 20551, to be received 
not later than November 7, 1974. If a re¬ 
quest for hearing is filed, such request 
should contain a statement of the na¬ 
ture of the requesting person’s interest in 
the matter, his reasons for wishing to ap¬ 
pear at an oral hearing, and a summary 
of the matters concerning which said 
person wishes to give testimony at such 
hearing. The Board subsequently will 
designate a time and place for any hear¬ 
ing ordered, and will give notice of such 
hearing to the transferor, the transferee, 
and all persons who have requested a 
hearing. In the absence of a request for a 
hearing, the Board will proceed with a 
consideration of the requested determi¬ 
nation on the basis of documentary evi¬ 
dence filed In connection with the appli¬ 
cation. 


By order of the Board of Governors, 
October 10,1974. 

[seal! Griffith L. Garwood. 

Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc.74-24401 Filed 10-10-74.8:45 am] 

MERCHANTS NATIONAL CORP. 

Proposed Acquisition of Pacific American 
Leasing Corp. 

Merchants National Corporation, In¬ 
dianapolis, Indiana, has applied, pursu¬ 
ant to Section 4(c) (•) of the Bank Hold¬ 
ing Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1843(c) (8)) 
and § 225.4(b) (2) of the Board’s regula¬ 
tion Y, for permission to acquire voting 
shares of Pacific American Leasing Corp., 
Phoenix, Arizona. Notice of the applica¬ 
tion was published on (1) July 19, 1974 
in The Arizona Republic, a newspaper 
circulated in the County of Maricopa. 
Arizona; (2) July 16, 1974 in Palo Alto 
Times, a newspaper circulated in Palo 
Alto, California; (3) July 19. 1974 in 
Daily Review, a newspaper circulated in 
Burbank, California. 

Applicant states that the proposed 
subsidiary would engage hi the activity of 
leasing of personal property on a full 
payout basis. Such activities have been 
specified by the Board in § 225.4(a) of 
regulation Y as permissible for bank 
holding companies, subject to Board ap¬ 
proval of individual proposals in accord¬ 
ance with the procedures of § 225.4(b). 

Interested persons may express their 
views on the question whether consum¬ 
mation of the proposal can “reasonably 
be expected to produce benefits to the 
public, such as greater convenience, in¬ 
creased competition, or gains in effi¬ 
ciency, that outweigh possible adverse 
effects, such as undue concentration of 
resources, decreased or unfair competi¬ 
tion, conflicts of interests, or unsound 
banking practices.” Any request for a 
hearing on this question should be ac¬ 
companied by a statement summarizing 
the evidence the person requesting the 
hearing proposes to submit or to elicit 
at the hearing and a statement of the 
reasons why this matter should not be 
resolved without a hearing. 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors 
or at the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Chicago. 

Any views or requests for hearing 
should be submitted in writing and re¬ 
ceived by the Secretary, Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington, D.C. 20551, not later than 
November 4, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, October 7, 1974. 

[seal] Griffith L. Garwood, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc.74—24458 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am[ 


YORK STATE CO. 

Formation of Bank Holding Company 

York State Company, York, Nebraska, 
has applied for the Board’s approval un¬ 


der section 3(a) (1) of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to 
become a bank holding company through 
acquisition of 100 percent of the voting 
shares (less directors’ qualifying shares) 
of York State Bank, York. Nebraska. The 
factors that are considered in acting on 
the application are set forth in section 
3(0 of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the office of the Board of Governors or 
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas 
City. Any person wishing to comment on 
the application should submit views in 
writing to the Secretary, Board of Gov¬ 
ernors of the Federal Reserve System. 
Washington, D.C. 20551 to be received 
not later than November 6, 1974. 

Board of Governors of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, October 9,1974. 

[seal] Griffith L. Garwood, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 

[FR Doc.74-24460 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am) 


GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

DATA AND MANAGEMENT SYSTEMS; 

RECOMMENDATIONS OF COMMISSION 

ON GOVERNMENT PROCUREMENT 

Opportunity for Comment 

The purpose of this notice is to make 
known an interagency task group pro¬ 
posal on Recommendations A-33 and A- 
34 of the Commission on Government 
Procurement concerning product data 
requirements and criteria for manage¬ 
ment systems, and to offer an opportunity 
for public comment thereon. Interested 
persons should submit their comments to 
the General Services Administration 
(AMC); Washington, D.C. 20405. To be 
given consideration, written comments 
must be received not later than 45 days 
from the date of this publication. 

Background: The Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget (OMB), in memoranda 
to Heads of Executive Departments and 
Agencies, dated December 7, 1972 and 
March 14, 1973. established and outlined 
plans for coordination of executive 
branch efforts in response to the Com¬ 
mission on Government Procurement 
(COGP) Report. Interagency task groups 
made up of assigned lead and participat¬ 
ing agencies were formed to examine and 
recommend executive branch positions 
on each of the 149 COGP recommenda¬ 
tions. Direction of executive branch, ef¬ 
forts on COGP matters is a function 
which w r as delegated to the General 
Services Administration (GSA) by Ex¬ 
ecutive Order 11717 on May 9, 1973. 

COGP Recommendations A-33 reads 
as follows: 

Establish standards and criteria for esti¬ 
mating costs and benefits of product data re¬ 
quirements. The need for product data 
should be determined on the basis of cost 
benefit analyses. Selected after-the-fact re¬ 
view should be used as a basis for eliminat¬ 
ing unnecessary requirements. 

COGP Recommendation A-34 read as 
follows: 
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Establish government-wide criteria for 
management systems which are prescribed 
for use by contractors, including standards 
for determining mission essential manage¬ 
ment data requirements. 

Task Group Proposal for an Executive 
Branch Position 

The Task Group proposed that Recom¬ 
mendations A-33 and A-34 be combined 
and implemented by the Office of Man¬ 
agement and Budget as set forth below 
and in accordance with the implement¬ 
ing material included in their report. As 
a result, the COGP recommendations 
have been more specifically defined, as 
follows: 

1. Establish government-wide criteria and 
policies for use in the development and ap¬ 
proval of new management systems and data 
requirements. 

2. Establish government-wide criteria and 
policies for the application of management 
systems and data requirements and specific 
contracts. 

3. Establish policies, standards, criteria, 
and guidance for estimating and analyzing 
the costs and benefits of management sys¬ 
tems and data requirements to be levied 
upon contractors. 

4. Establish policy for selective after-the- 
fact reviews as a basis for eliminating unnec¬ 
essary management systems and data re¬ 
quirements. 

The division of the two recommenda¬ 
tions into four specific elements are for 
clarification purposes and not intended 
to change or otherwise affect the intent 
of the COGP recommendations. 

The Task Group proposed that the 
recommendations, as defined above, be 
Implemented via the issuance of an OMB 
Circular complementing OMB Circular 
A-40 (“Management of Federal Report¬ 
ing Requirements") directed specifically 
to management systems and data re¬ 
quirements levied on contractors. 

Publication of this notice does not 
imply acceptance by the executive branch 
of the proposed executive branch 
position. Responses received from inter¬ 
ested parties regarding this notice of 
opportunity for comment will be given 
careful consideration in the formulation 
of an executive branch position. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., on Octo¬ 
ber 9,1974. 

R. E. Zechman. 

Associate Administrator for 
Federal Management Policy. 

|FR Doc.74-24453 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 ami 


INTERIM COMPLIANCES PANEL 
COAL MINE HEALTH AND SAFETY 

APPLICATIONS FOR RENEWAL PERMITS; 
ELECTRIC FACE EQUIPMENT STANDARD 

Opportunity for Public Hearing 

Applications for Renewal Permits for 
Noncompliance with the Electric Face 
Equipment Standard prescribed by the 
Federal Coal Mine Health and Safety 
Act of 1969 have been received for items 
of equipment in underground coal mines 
as follows: 

(1) ICP Docket No. 4291-000, INDIAN HEAD 

MINING COMPANY. 

Indian Head Mine No. 3, Mine ID No. 

15 02378 0. 

Engle, Kentucky, 

ICP Permit No. 4291-004 (Porter End 
Dump Battery Buggy, I.D. No. 
B-4). 

(2) ICP Docket No. 4327-000. KENTUCKY 

MOUNTAIN COAL COMPANY 
(formerly Cane Branch Coal Company, 
Mine No. 1). 

Mine No. 8. Mine ID No. 15 02324 0, 
Frew, Kentucky, 

ICP Permit No. 4327-006 (Kersey 944 
Battery Tractor, Co. No. 3), 

ICP Permit No. 4327-008 (Kersey 944 
Battery Tractor, Co. No. 4). 

In accordance with the provisions of 
§ 504.7(b) of Title 30, Code of Federal 
Regulations, notice is hereby given that 
requests for public hearing as to an ap¬ 
plication for a renewal permit may be 
filed on or before November 5, 1974. Re¬ 
quests for public hearing must be filed 
in accordance with 30 CFR Part 505 (35 
FR 11296, July 15. 1970), as amended, 
copies of which may be obtained from 
the Panel upon request. 

A copy of each application is available 
for inspection and requests for public 
hearing may be filed in the office of the 
Correspondence Control Officer, Interim 
Compliance Panel. Room 800, 1730 K 
Street NW, Washington. D.C. 20006. 

George A. Hornbeck, 

Chairman, 

Interim Compliance Panel. 
October 16, 1974. 

(FR Doc.74-24397 Filed I0-18-74;8:45 ami 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE 
PRESIDENT 

Office of Management and Budget 
REPORT OF FISCAL YEAR 1975 
Rescissions and Deferrals 

October 9,1974. 
Hon. James O. Eastland, 

President pro tempore. 

United States Senate , 

Washington, D.C. 20510. 

Dear Senator Eastland: The Presi¬ 


dent has directed me to submit the 
enclosed report required by section 1014 
(e) of the Congressional Budget and 
Impoundment Control Act of 1974. in 
accordance with that Act, the report is 
also being transmitted to the House and 
will be published in the Federal Register. 

Sincerely, 

Roy L. Ash, 

Director. 

This report is submitted In fulfillment of 
the requirements of section 1014 of the Con¬ 
gressional Budget and Impoundment Con¬ 
trol Act of 1974 (P.L. 93-344). 8ectton 1014 
provides for a monthly report listing all 
budget authority for the current fiscal year 
with respect to which, as of the first day of 
such month, a special message has been 
transmitted to the Congress. 

The October, 1974, report includes those 
deferrals and rescissions transmitted In the 
President’s Special Message to the Congress 
of September 20, 1974. Six of the 20 actions 
reported in that Special Message are not, In 
the opinion of the Attorney General, subject 
to congressional ratification or disapproval 
under the new Act since they were concluded 
before it became effective on July 12, 1974. 
These six items are marked by asterisks and 
included in the report to provide more com¬ 
plete information on the status of withheld 
funds. 

Attachment A lists, by agency and account, 
funds proposed for rescission In the Septem¬ 
ber 20 Special Message. Both rescissions ap¬ 
pearing In the October, 1974, report have 
been requested under the provisions of the 
Antidcflciency Act (31 U.S.C. 666). Attach¬ 
ment B identifies, by agency and account, all 
deferred funds reported In the September 20 
Special Message. Fourteen of these actions 
fall under Section 1013 of the Act. The re¬ 
maining four deferral actions were con¬ 
cluded before the new Act became effective. 

Status op Deferrals 

Unlike proposed rescissions of budget au¬ 
thority, funds reported as deferred (section 
1013 of the Act) are often planned to be made 
available for obligation, in whole or in part, 
during the course of the fiscal year. Accord¬ 
ingly, Attachment B shows, for each deferral, 
the amount of deferred funds made available 
by the Office of Management and Budget and 
other Federal agencies in the current year, 
the date the funds were made available, and 
the balance of funds being deferred as of the 
first of the month for which the report Is 
submitted. 

Actions by Congress on Rescissions and 
Deferrals 

While the report formats provide for show¬ 
ing the effect of congressional action on both 
proposed rescissions and deferrals, there had 
been, on October 1, 1974, no action on any 
of the 20 items reported In the President's 
Special Message of September 20, 1974. 

Information from the Special Message 

The special message covered by the 
cumulative report is also attached. It pro¬ 
vides information on each of the items in¬ 
cluded in the cumulative report. (See 39 FR 
34222, Part in of September 23, 1974.) 
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Status or Rescissions—Fiscal Yeah 1975 
(Amounts In thousands) 


Amount Data special Amount Date 

ABWicy/Bureau/Aooount Rescission No. proposed for massage rescinded rescission 

rescission transmitted by Congress Act signed 
to Congress 


fond* appropriated to the President: Appalachian Regional Development Commission: R75-1 
Appalachian regional development programs.* 

Department of Agriculture: Rural Elec trifles Lion Administration loans*—... R75-2 

Total rescissions----...—-—-—..........—...——— - 


Status or Deferrals—Fiscal Year 1975 
(Amounts in thousands) 


*4a 000 Sept. 20.1974 ...... 

*455.635 .do.__ 

495,635 ... 


Agoncy/Buroau/Accoun t 


Account Subsequent actions taken by Amount 

Deferral transmitted Date of ----- deferred os of 

No. In special action OMB/Agency Homo Senate Oct. 1,1974 

message 


Department of Agriculture: Agricultural Research Servioe: Agrl- D75-11 
cultural Research Service* (construction).* 

Department of Commerce: National Oceanic and Atmospheric D75-12 
Administration: Fisheries Loan Fund.* 

Department of Defense Civil: Corps of Engineers—civil construe- D75-1 
lion, general. 

Department of Health, Education, and Welfare: Education 
Division: Offloe of Education: 

School assistance in federally affected areas---D75-G 

Higher education: 

(imiveraity community services)___=_... D75-3 

(land grant colleges)—..D7S-4 

(State postseoondary education commissions)..D75-5 

Library resources: (public libraries)..D75-2 

Social and Rehabilitation Service: 

Public Assistance (child welfare services).... D75-8 

Rehabilitation Services (innovation and expansion)__ D75-7 

Department of the Interior Bureau of Land Management: Oregon D75-13 
and California grant lands* 

Bureau of Reclamation: 

Construction and rehabilitation__ D75-14 


Upper Colorado River Basin Fund....D75-15 

Department of State: International Center, Washington, D.C_D75-10 

Department of Transportation: Federal Highway Administra- 
istrauon: Fodoral Aid Highways: 

1975 and prior programs____D75-I7 

1976 program.......D75-17 


Environmental Protection Agency: Abatement and control con- D75-9 
straction grants*. 

General Services Administration: Automatic data processing D75-10 
fund. 

Other Independent Agencies: Foreign Claims Settlement Com- D75-18 
mission: Payment of Vietnam prisoners of war claims. 


*770 Sept. 20.1974 .... 

•4,039.do....... 

108.do........ 


770 

4,039 

108 


16,000 .do_ 


— 

9,500 „ 

—.go — -------. -. — 2 

350 .. 

rjft " 

5,437 .. 


375 .. 


5,000 .. 



•23; 093 y.r/.doiiii_^ 


1,055 .do.. 

Sopt. 29,1974 -25 

1,150 Sept. 2a 1974 . 

500 .do.'.. 


16,000 

2.906 
9,50t) 
350 
5,437 

375 

6.000 

23,693 


1,030 
1,150 
500 


4,370,090 .do. 

a 357.500 .do..HI.. 

*9,000,000 .do.. 


4,370,090 
a 357.500 

u.ooaooo 


18,300 .do. 

Sept. 30,1974 
ia 500 Sept. 2a 1974 


'-H300 


14,000 

10,500 


Total_ 


19,827,273 


-4,325 . 


19.822,948 


[FR Doc.74-24280 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


CLEARANCE OF REPORTS 
List of Requests 

The following is a list of requests for 
clearance of reports intended for use in 
collecting information from the public 
received by the Office of Management 
and Budget on October 16, 1974 (44 USC 
3509). The purpose of publishing this 
list in the Federal Register is to inform 
the public. 

The list includes the title of each re¬ 
quest received; the name of the agency 
sponsoring the proposed collection of in¬ 
formation; the agency form number, if 
applicable; the frequency with which the 
information is proposed to be collected; 
the name of the reviewer or reviewing 
division within OMB, and an indication 
of who will be the respondents to the 
Proposed collection. 

The symbol (x) identifies proposals 
which appear to raise no significant Is¬ 
sues, and are to be approved after brief 
notice through this release. 


Further information about the items 
on this Daily List may be obtained from 
the Clearance Office, Office of Manage¬ 
ment and Budget, Washington, D.C. 
20503, (202-396-4529), or from the re¬ 
viewer listed. 


New Forms 
action 

Photographers’ Volunteer Information and 
Release Form, Form A-510, Occasional. 
Lowry (396-3772), Photographers on Ac¬ 
tion assignment. 


1062, Single time, HRD (395-3532). Stras- 
ser (395-3880), CETA prime sponsor staff. 


None. 

None. 


Revisions 

EXTENSIONS 


Phillip D. Larsen, 
Budget and Management Officer. 
]FR Doc.74-24589 Filed 10-18-74;8.*45 am] 


OFFICE OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
POLICY 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 

Social Security Administration: Nursing 
Home Accountability Questionnaire, Form 
SSA 2895, Single time, Caywood (395-3443), 
Maryland nursing homes. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Mines: Weekly Coal Monitoring 
System, Form 6-1400-W, Weekly, Weiner 
(395-4890), Consumers of coal. 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Manpower Administration: Evaluation of 
Initial Implementation of CETA Decen¬ 
tralized Manpower Programs, Form MT 


Executive Office of the President 

ELECTROMAGNETIC RADIATION 
MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COUNCIL 

Notice of Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that the Elec¬ 
tromagnetic Radiation Management Ad¬ 
visory Council (ERMAC) will meet at 
9:30 a.m. in Room 712, 1800 G Street. 
NW., Washington, D.C., on October 31 
and November 1, 1974. 

The principal agenda item will be dis¬ 
cussions of possible nervous system and 
behavioral effects of nonionizing elec- 
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tromagentic radiation in the radio 
spectrum. 

The meeting will be open. There is a 
limited amount of seating available, 
which will be apportioned, on a first- 
come first-served basis, to those who 
contact Lt. Cmdr. David C. Brown, Office 
of Telecommunications Policy, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. 20504 (telephone; 202-395- 
4737) by October 25, 1974. The names of 
members of the Council, and other in¬ 
formation pertaining to the meeting may 
be obtained from Lt. Cmdr. Brown. 

Dated: October 15,1974. 

Bryan M. Eagle, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Office. 

|FR Doc.74-24447 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 amj 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

CANADIAN JAVELIN, LTD. 

Suspension of Trading 

October 11, 1974. 

In the Matter of Trading in Securities 
of CANADIAN JAVELIN, LTD. Pile No. 
500-1 Securities Exchange Act of 1934 
Section 19(a)(4) and 15(c)(5) 

The common stock of Canadian Jave¬ 
lin, Ltd. being traded on the American 
Stock Exchange pursuant to provisions 
of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 
and all other securities of Canadian 
Javelin, Ltd. being traded otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange; 
and 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in such securities 
on such exchange and otherwise than on 
a national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the protec¬ 
tion of investors; 

Therefore , pursuant to sections 19(a) 
(4) and 15(c) (5) of the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934, trading in such se¬ 
curities on the above mentioned exchange 
and otherwise than on a national securi¬ 
ties exchange is suspended, for the pe¬ 
riod from October 15, 1974 through Oc¬ 
tober 24, 1974. 

By the Commission. 

f seal! George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.74-24407 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


CONTINENTAL VENDING MACHINE 
CORP. 

Suspension of Trading 

October 11, 1974. 

In the Matter of Trading in Securities 
of Continental Vending Machine Corp. 
Pile No. 500-1 Securities Exchange Act 
of 1934 Section 15(c) (5) 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Continental Vending Machine 
Corp. being traded otherwise than on a 
national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the protec¬ 
tion of Investors; 


Therefore , pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange 
is suspended, for the period from Octo¬ 
ber 12, 1974 through October 21, 1974. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-24408 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 ami 


FRANKLIN NEW YORK CORP. 

Suspension of Trading 

October 11, 1974. 

In the matter of trading in securities 
of Franklin New York Corp., File No. 
500-1, Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 
section 15(c) (5). 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common and 
preferred stock and 7.30% notes of 
Franklin New York Corp. being traded 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange is required in the public inter¬ 
est and for the protection of investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c) 
<5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange is 
suspended, for the period from Octo¬ 
ber 12, 1974 through October 21, 1974. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary . 

1 FR Doc.74-24409 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


[File No. 500-11 

FRANKLIN NATIONAL BANK 
Suspension of Trading 

October 11, 1974. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the preferred 
stock and 4.75 percent debentures of 
Franklin National Bank (New York, 
N.Y.) being traded otherwise than on a 
national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the pro¬ 
tection of investors; 

Therefore , pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange 
is suspended, for the period from 
October 12, 1974 through October 21. 
1974. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary . 

IFR Doc.74-24410 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


[File No. 500-1J 

ROYAL PROPERTIES INC. 
Suspension of Trading 

October 11, 1974. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 


stock of Royal Properties Inc. being 
traded otherwise than on a national 
securities exchange is required in the 
public interest and for the protection of 
investors; 

Therefore , pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities otherwise 
than on a national securities exchange is 
suspended, for the period from October 
15, 1974 through October 24, 1974 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24412 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am) 


[File No. 50O-1J 

SAVOY INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Suspension of Trading 

October 11, 1974. 

The common stock of Savoy Industries, 
Inc. being traded on the American Stock 
Exchange pursuant to provisions of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and all 
other securities of Savoy Industries, Inc. 
being traded otherwise than on a na¬ 
tional securities exchange; and 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in such securities 
on such exchange and otherwise than on 
a national securities exchange is required 
in the public interest and for the pro¬ 
tection of investors; 

Therefore , pursuant to sections 19(a) 
(4) and 15(c)(5) of the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934, trading in such 
securities on the above mentioned ex¬ 
change and otherwise than on a na¬ 
tional securities exchange is suspended, 
for the period from October 13, 1974 
through October 22,1974. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.74-24411 Filed 10-18-74; 8:45] 


[812-3519] 

INVESTORS DIVERSIFIED SERVICES. INC. 

ET AL. 

Filing of Application 

October 9,1974. 

Notice is hereby given that Investors 
Syndicate of America, Inc. (the ‘‘Fund '), 
a Minnesota Corporation registered 
under the Investment Company Act of 
1940 (the “Act”) as a face-amount cer¬ 
tificate company, IDS Mortgage Corpo¬ 
ration (“Mortgage Corporation"), which 
engages in the origination, purchase, sale 
and servicing of mortgages and is one of 
the major issuers of Government Na¬ 
tional Mortgage Association mortgage 
backed securities (“GNMA securities’), 
and Investors Diversified Services, Inc. 
(“IDS"), a diversified financial services 
company (together hereinafter referred 
to as “Applicants”) all located in the 
IDS Tower, Minneapolis, Minnesota 
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55402 , have filed an application pursuant 
to section 6(c) of the Act for an order 
of the Commission granting an exemp¬ 
tion from Section 17(a) of the Act to 
permit Mortgage Corporation to sell 
GNMA securities to the Fund under cer¬ 
tain conditions. 

Applicants state that Mortgage Cor¬ 
poration is a wholly owned subsidiary of 
IDS Financial Corporation which is, in 
turn, a wholly owned subsidiary of IDS. 
The Fund, which invests in mortgages 
and other instruments of a kind which 
life insurance companies are permitted 
to invest in under the Code of the District 
of Columbia, is also a wholly-owned sub¬ 
sidiary of IDS. Mortgage Corporation 
and the Fund are affiliated persons of 
each other by virtue of their both being 
under the control of IDS. By order dated 
May 14, 1973 (Investment Company Act 
Release No. 7815) the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission granted exemptions 
from the provisions of section 17 to 
permit the sale of mortgages by Mort¬ 
gage Corporation to the Fund and to per¬ 
mit the payment of appropriate fees to 
Mortgage Corporation in connection 
with such sale and the servicing by 
Mortgage Corporation of mortgages sold 
to the Fund. 

Applicants now seek exemption from 
section 17(a) of the Act to permit sales 
by Mortgage Corporation to the Fund of 
substantial amounts of GNMA securities. 

Applicants state that GNMA securities 
are issued pursuant to section 306(g) of 
the National Housing Act and related 
provisions of such Act, whereby GNMA 
is duly authorized to guarantee the 
timely payment of principal of and in¬ 
terest on securities based on and backed 
by a pool composed of mortgages which 
are insured under the National Housing 
Act or Title V of the Housing Act of 
1949, or which are insured or guaranteed 
under the Servicemen’s Readjustment 
Act of 1944 or Chapter 37 of Title 38, 
United States Code, and the full faith 
and credit of the United States is 
Pledged, under such section and Act, to 
the payment of all amounts which may 
be required to be paid under any such 
guaranty by GNMA. 

The price of such securities is deter¬ 
mined in the open market and is 
dependent on prevailing interest levels 
lor alternative investments. The profit 
to the Issuer is represented by the differ¬ 
ence between such price and the mort¬ 
gage acquisition price plus any fees 
required by GNMA and any other fees, 
commissions, or other expenses incurred 
in the sale of such securities. 

IDs serves as custodian for the mort¬ 
gage documents which represent the 
obligations underlying GNMA securities 
aud will receive a fee from Mortgage 
Corporation of $2.00 per loan per year 
lor its services. 

Applicants state that the price to be 
Paia to Mortgage Corporation by the 
^und will be no higher than the lowest 
price at which the Fund could purchase 
such securities from other issuers or rec- 
<*p^ed dealers and that the Fund will 
ootaln at least three bona fide offers to 


sell from such other issuers or dealers 
as evidence of such price. 

Applicants further state that the Fund 
will have no participation in the offering 
of GNMA securities as an issuer, under¬ 
writer, dealer, or manager that the Fund 
will not share in any profits or losses 
of such offering and that neither IDS 
nor Mortgage Corporation will act as 
either an agent or a broker in connec¬ 
tion with the sale of GNMA securities 
to the Fund. 

Applicants submit that the terms of 
the proposed transaction, including the 
consideration to be paid and received, 
are reasonable and fair, and involve no 
overreaching on the part of any person 
concerned. 

Section 17(a) of the Act, as here 
pertinent, prohibits any affiliated person 
of a registered investment company, from 
selling to, or buying from such company, 
any security or other property. Section 
17(b) of the Act provides that the Com¬ 
mission, upon application, shall grant 
an exemption from such prohibition 
upon finding that the terms of the pro¬ 
posed transaction are fair and reason¬ 
able and do not involve overreaching on 
the part of any person concerned and 
that the proposed transaction is con¬ 
sistent with the policy of each registered 
investment company concerned and with 
the general purposes of the Act. 

The transactions contemplated by this 
application consist of a series of pur¬ 
chases of a specific type of security, l.e., 
GNMA mortgage backed securities, 
which purchases will occur on a continu¬ 
ing basis at various times in the future. 
The precise terms of the Individual 
transactions and the amount of compen¬ 
sation to be paid to Mortgage Corpora¬ 
tion in each case are not presently 
known. Applicants request an exemption 
pursuant to the provisions of section 6(c) 
of the Act from section 17(a) to permit 
the proposed series of purchases. 

Section 6(c) of the Act provides that 
the Commission, by order upon applica¬ 
tion, may conditionally or uncondition¬ 
ally exempt any person, security or 
transaction from any provision or provi¬ 
sions of the Act, or of any rule or regula¬ 
tion thereunder. If and to the extent that 
such exemption Ls necessary or appropri¬ 
ate in the public interest and consistent 
with the protection of investors and the 
purposes fairly intended by the policy 
and provisions of the Act. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person, may, not later than Octo¬ 
ber 31, 1974, at 5:30 p.m„ submit to the 
Commission in WTiting a request for a 
hearing on the matter accompanied by a 
statement as to the nature of his inter¬ 
est, the reason for such request, and the 
issues, if any, of fact or law proposed to 
be controverted, or he may request that 
he be notified if the Commission should 
order a hearing thereon. Any such com¬ 
munication should be addressed: Secre¬ 
tary, Securities and Exchange Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of 
such request shall be served personally 
or by mail (air mail if the person being 
served is located more than 500 miles 


from the point of mailing) upon Appli¬ 
cant at the address stated above. Proof of 
such service (by affidavit, or in the case 
of an attorney-at-law, by certificate) 
shall be filed contemporaneously with the 
request. As provided by Rule 0-5 of the 
Rules and Regulations promulgated 
under the Act, an order disposing of the 
application will be issued as of course fol¬ 
lowing October 31, 1974, unless the Com¬ 
mission thereafter orders a hearing upon 
request or upon the Commission’s own 
motion. Persons who request a hearing or 
advice as to whether a hearing is ordered 
will receive notice of further develop¬ 
ments in this matter, including the date 
of the hearing (if ordered) and any post¬ 
ponements thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division 
of Investment Management Regulation, 
pursuant to delegated authority. 

IsealI George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24414 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 amj 


f70—5543] 

NEW ENGLAND ELECTRIC SYSTEM AND 
NEW ENGLAND ENERGY INC. 

Proposed Acquisition; Subordinated 
October 11, 1974. 

Notice is hereby give n tha t New Eng¬ 
land Electric System (“NEES”). a regis¬ 
tered holding company, and New Eng¬ 
land Energy Incorporated (“NEET’), 20 
Turnpike Road, Westborough, Massa¬ 
chusetts 01581, a newly organized in¬ 
active company, have filed an ap¬ 
plication-declaration and amendments 
thereto pursuant to the Public Utility 
Holding Company Act of 1935 (’’Act”) 
designating Sections 6(a), 7. 9(a), 10. 
and 12 of the Act and Rules 43 and 45(a) 
promulgated thereunder as applicable to 
the proposed transaction. All interested 
persons are referred to the application- 
declaration. as amended, which is sum¬ 
marized below, for a complete statement 
of the proposed transactions. 

It is stated that NEES has caused a 
new energy company, NEEI, to be formed 
and that NEES proposes to acquire all of 
the common stock of NEEI issued from 
t ime to time. As a subsidiary of NEES, 
NEEI is proposed to be the vehicle 
through which NEES will conduct a 
variety of activities related to fuel ac¬ 
quisition for the electric utility com¬ 
panies in the NEES System. 

It is proposed that NEES and NEEI 
enter into a capital funds agreement 
pursuant to which NEES undertakes to 
invest a total of $20,250,000 in NEEI 
during the period ending July 31, 1976. 
This proposed investment will be 
through subscription by NEES for Uie 
initial issue of 2,500 shares of common 
stock of NEEI at $100.00 per share and 
the purchase by NEES of subordinated 
notes from NEEI In a total aggregate 
amount not to exceed $20,000,000. 

As an initial step in its fuel develop¬ 
ment activities, it is proposed that NEEI 
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enter into a partnership agreement 
(“agreement”) with Samedan Oil Cor¬ 
poration, a wholly owned subsidiary of 
Noble Affiliates Inc., both Delaware cor¬ 
porations. The agreement will provide 
that the purposes of the partnership will 
be to acquire oil and gas leases, to con¬ 
duct exploration operations in search of 
oil and gas, and upon discovery of any 
such oil and gas, to develop such prop¬ 
erties and produce such fuels for the 
benefit of the partnership and the 
partners. 

It Is stated that Samedan has experi¬ 
ence in oil and gas exploration and pro¬ 
duction and it is proposed that Samedan 
act as managing partner of the partner¬ 
ship. It is contemplated that NEEI will 
generally rely on Samedan with respect 
to all operational matters. 

Prom the effective date of the partner¬ 
ship agreement t hrou gh July 31, 1976, it 
is proposed that NEEI contribute $5,000,- 
000 annually to the partnership to a 
maximum amount of $10,000,000. NEEI 
will bear a larger proportion of the costs 
of each “Exploratory Program,” as that 
term is defined in the agreement. The 
difference in the proportionate share re¬ 
flects compensation for Samedan’s ac¬ 
cumulated geological and geophysical 
work as well as Samedan’s services and 
expertise in acting as managing partner. 
Investments in the development and pro¬ 
duction phases are to be made equally 
by NEEI and Samedan. 

NEEI and Samedan will each have 
60% interest ownership and participa¬ 
tion in the partnership. Income from the 
sale by the partnership of production of 
oil, gas and other minerals shall be shared 
by the partners equally. 

Unless Samedan and NEEI agree on 
some other terms. Samedan and NEEI 
shall each be entitled to take in kind 
and sell one-half of the partnership pro¬ 
duction of oil, gas and other minerals. 
NEEI shall also have an option to pur¬ 
chase Samedan's one-half interest in the 
production at the highest price obtain¬ 
able from third parties regularly engaged 
in the business of producing oil on the 
date said oil is produced and delivered 
to NEEI. 

Con sideration is being given to having 
NEEI assume various fuel procurement 
and inventory activities now carried on 
by other NEES subsidiary companies. 
Consideration is also being given to a 
proposal that NEEI be authorized to 
enter additional transactions of a nature 
similar to the Samedan partnership with 
partners other than Samedan. The bal¬ 
ance of the $20,250,000 investment under 
the capital funds agreement (after the 
$10,000,000 contribution to the Samedan 
partnership) is proposed to be utilized 
for these possible fuel procurement activ¬ 
ities and additional transactions. 

Applicants-declarants request excep¬ 
tion from the tax allocation requirements 
of rule 45(b) (6) so that any consolidated 
tax savings arising from N EEI’s activi¬ 
ties will be applied to reduce NEEI’s costs. 

Fees and expenses to be incurred in 
connection with the proposed transac¬ 
tion are estimated at $12,000 for services 
(at cost) by New England Power Service 


Company. It is stated that no state com¬ 
mission and no federal commission, other 
than this Commission, has jurisdiction 
over the proposed transaction. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than Octo¬ 
ber 29. 1974, request in writing that a 
hearing be held on such matter, stating 
the nature of his interest, the reasons for 
such request, and the issues of fact or 
law raised by said application-declara¬ 
tion which he desires to controvert; or he 
may request that he be notified if the 
Commission should order a hearing 
thereon. Any such request should be ad¬ 
dressed: Secretary, Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20549. A copy of such request should be 
served personally or by mail (air mail 
if the person being served is located more 
than 500 miles from the point of mail¬ 
ing) upon the applicants-declarants at 
the above-stated address, and proof of 
service (by affidavit or, in case of an 
attorney at law, by certificate) should 
be filed with the request. At any time 
after said date, the application-declara¬ 
tion, as amended or as it may be further 
amended, may be granted and permitted 
to become effective as provided in rule 23 
of the General Rules and Regulations 
promulgated under the Act, or the Com¬ 
mission may grant exemption from such 
rules as provided in rules 20(a) and 100 
thereof or take such other action as it 
may deem appropriate. Persons who re¬ 
quest a hearing or advice as to whether 
a hearing is ordered will receive any no¬ 
tices and orders issued in this matter, in¬ 
cluding the date of the hearing (if or¬ 
dered) and any postponements thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Corporate Regulation, pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74—24415 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am) 


[File No. 3-4392; 70-5303; 59-63) 

UTAH POWER & LIGHT CO. 

Order for Hearing 

October 9, 1974. 

Utah Power & Light Company 
(“Utah”), 1407 West North Temple 
Street, P.O. Box 899, Salt Lake City, Utah 
84110, a registered holding company and 
an operating electric utility company, has 
filed an amendment to its application- 
declaration filed with this Commission 
pursuant to the Public Utility Holding 
Company Act of 1935 (“Act”). The 
amendment includes Utah’s consent to 
the entry of an order under section 11 Cb) 
(1) and a plan under section 11(e) to 
comply with section 11(b) (1). All inter¬ 
ested persons are referred to the 
amended application-declaration, which 
is summarized below, for a complete 
statement of the proposed transactions. 

On November 27,1973, the Commission 
Issued a notice and order for hearing 
(Holding Company Act Release No. 
18189) on Utah’s application-declaration 
in which Utah proposed to acquire all of 
the assets and liabilities of wholly-owned. 


sole subsidiary company. The Western 
Colorado Power Company (“Western”), 
and to thereby cease to be a holding com¬ 
pany. Following the acquisition and mer¬ 
ger, Utah intended to operate Western 
as a division of the Utah system. 

The aforementioned order for hearing 
specified the following issues, among 
others: 

1. Whether the facilities of Utah and 
Western constitute an integrated public- 
utility system under section 11(b)(1), 
and particularly whether their electric 
properties are physically interconnected 
or capable of physical interconnection 
and which under normal conditions may 
be economically operated as a single in¬ 
terconnected and coordinated system 
within the meaning of section 2(a) (29) 
(A) of the Act. 

2. Whether the electric facilities of 
Western may be retained by Utah as an 
additional system under the provisions 
of section 11(b)(1). 

Utah’s amendment consents to the en¬ 
try of an order pursuant to section 11 
(b)(1) which would direct the divesti¬ 
ture of the utility properties of Western. 
Utah’s plan under section 11(e) proposes 
to effectuate compliance with the re¬ 
quirements of section 11(b) (1) and the 
Commission’s order to be issued herein. 

Utah proposes a two-step divestiture 
procedure. Utah states that, for tax rea¬ 
sons, it will acquire the assets and liabili¬ 
ties of Western. Immediately thereafter, 
Utah will sell all of the electric utility 
properties of Western to an unaffiliated 
third-party purchaser. Resolutions ap¬ 
proving the proposed merger and sale 
have been approved by the boards of 
directors of Western and Utah. 

Upon their acquisition, Utah will im¬ 
mediately sell the electric utility proper¬ 
ties of Western to the Western Colorado 
Power Agency (“Power Agency”), a joint 
venture composed of Colorado-Ute Elec¬ 
tric Association, Inc., Delta-Montrose 
Rural Power Lines Association, Empire 
Electric Association, San Miguel Power 
Association and La Plata Electric Asso¬ 
ciation. Utah will receive from Power 
Agency certain electric utility properties 
located in the State of Utah valued at 
approximately $1,000,000. The balance 
of the purchase price will be paid to Utah 
in cash estimated, as of September 30, 
1974, at approximately $18,400,000. 

As of July 31,1974, Western had a total 
utility plant of $25,212,901, and Utah’s 
comparable utility plant was $790,139,- 
443. Western’s electric plant in service at 
July 31, 1974, amounted to $24,284,423 
and its net utility plant, as of the same 
date, was $18,782,042. As of September 30, 
1974, the book value of Western was ap¬ 
proximately $19,400,000. 

Utah also requests, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 5(d) of the Act, that upon con¬ 
summation of the proposed transactions, 
an order be issued declaring that Utah 
has ceased to be a holding company and 
that its registration as such under the 
Act be terminated. 

The amended application-declaration 
represents that all fees and expenses 
other than the routine costs of Utah s 
employees shall be submitted by amend- 
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ment. It is further represented that the 
Federal Power Commission and the re¬ 
spective regulatory Commissions of 
Utah, Wyoming, Colorado and Idaho 
have jurisdiction over various portions of 
the proposed transactions. 

It is ordered, That Utah and Western 
shall each take the necessary steps for 
the divestiture of their interests in the 
electric utility properties of Western pur¬ 
suant to section 11(b)(1). 

The Division of Corporate Regulation 
of the Commission has advised the Com¬ 
mission that it has made a preliminary 
examination of the section 11(e) plan 
and that, upon the basis thereof, the fol¬ 
lowing matters and questions are pre¬ 
sented for consideration in lieu of those 
issues noticed in the Commission’s Or¬ 
der for Hearing of November 27, 1973, 
but without prejudice to the presentation 
of additional matters and questions upon 
further examination: 

1. Whether the proposed sale of the 
Western properties to the Power Agency 
is fair and equitable and necessary to 
comply with section 11(b)(1) and the 
order issued herein. 

2. Whether in the sale of the Western 
properties competitive conditions were 
properly maintained as prescribed in 
section 12(d). 

3. Whether, upon consummating the 
proposed transactions, an unconditional 
order should issue under section 5(d) 
declaring Utah to be no longer a hold¬ 
ing company and terminating its regis¬ 
tration as such under the Act. 

4. Generally, whether the proposed 
transactions are in all other respects 
compatible with the provisions and 
standards of the Act and the rules pro¬ 
mulgated thereunder. 

It is further ordered. That at the 
hearing which is scheduled to commence 
on October 29, 1974, at 10 a.m. at the 
offices of the Securities and Exchange 
Commission, 500 North Capitol Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C., evidence shall be 
adduced with respect to the foregoing 
matters and questions. 

It is further ordered , That any person, 
other than the applicant-declarant, de¬ 
siring to be heard in these proceedings or 
proposing to intervene therein shall file 
with the Secretary of the Commission 
on or before October 24, 1974, a writ¬ 
ten request relative thereto as provided 
in Rule 9 of the Commission’s rules of 
practice. A copy of such request should 
be served personally or by mail (air mail 
-Jf the person being served is located 
more than 500 miles from the point of 
mailing) upon the applicant-declarant 


or, in the case of an attorney at law, by 
certificate) should be filed with the re¬ 
quest. Persons filing an application to 
participate or be heard will receive no¬ 
tice of any adjournment of the hearing 
as well as other actions of the Commis¬ 
sion involving the subject matter of 
these proceedings. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24416 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am) 


[70-55581 

WEST PENN POWER CO. 

Proposed Issue and Sale of First Mortgage 
Bonds At Competitive Bidding 

October, 10, 1974. 

Notice is hereby given that West Penn 
Power Co. (“West Penn’’), 800 Cabin Hill 
Drive, Greensburg, Pennsylvania 15601, 
an electric utility subsidiary company of 
Allegheny Power System, Inc., a regis¬ 
tered holding company, has filed an ap¬ 
plication-declaration with this Commis¬ 
sion pursuant to the Public Utility 
Holding Company Act of 1935 (“Act”), 
designating sections 6 and 7 of the Act 
and Rule 50 promulgated thereunder as 
applicable to the proposed transactions. 
All interested persons are referred to the 
application-declaration, which is sum¬ 
marized below, for a complete statement 
of the proposed transactions. 

West Penn proposes to issue and sell 
up - to $40,000,000 aggregate principal 
amount of its first mortgage bonds 
(“Bonds”) in one or more series to ma¬ 
ture not more than 30 years from date 
of issue. The Bonds will be sold pursuant 
to the competitive bidding requirements 
of rule 50 and the interest rate (which 
shall be a multiple of V 8 of 1 percent) and 
the price (which shall be not less than 
99 percent nor more than 102% percent 
of the principal amount) will be deter¬ 
mined by the competitive bidding. West 
Penn will notify prospective bidders not 
less than 72 hours prior to the time 
designated for the Bonds to be offered as 
to the maturity of the Bonds. 

West Penn states that in the event 
market conditions or other conditions 
make competitive bidding impractical or 
undesirable, it may request by amend¬ 
ment to its application-declaration, that 
the sale of the Bonds be excepted from 
the competitive bidding under the re¬ 
quirement of Rule 50. 

Proceeds from the sale of the bonds 
together with other funds which may 


become available to West Penn will be 
used to pay or prepay short-term bor¬ 
rowings incurred for West Penn’s con¬ 
struction program (it is expected that up 
to $43,000,000 of short-term loans will 
be outstanding when the bonds are to be 
issued). to invest in a subsidiary company 
to enable it to purchase a coal mine (sub¬ 
ject of this Commission’s File No. 70- 
5519), to pay $12,500,000 of West Penn’s 
3 percent First Mortgage Bonds, Series L, 
which matured on May 12, 1974 and for 
West Penn’s construction program. 

Fees and expenses to be incurred in 
connection with the proposed transac¬ 
tion are to be supplied by amendment. 
It is stated that the bonds must be regis¬ 
tered with the Pennsylvania Public 
Utility Commission and that no other 
state commission and no federal commis¬ 
sion, other than this Commission, has 
jurisdiction over the proposed transac¬ 
tion. 

Notice is further given that any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than Novem¬ 
ber 5, 1974, request in writing that a 
hearing be held on such matter, stating 
the nature of his interest, the reasons 
for such request, and the issues of fact 
or law raised by said application-declara¬ 
tion which he desires to controvert; or 
he may request that he be notified if the 
Commission should order a hearing 
thereon. Any such request should be ad¬ 
dressed: Secretary, Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission, Washington, D.C. 
20549. A copy of such request should be 
served personally or by mail (air mail if 
the person being served is located more 
than 500 miles from the point of mailing) 
upon the applicant-declarant at the 
above-stated address, and proof of serv¬ 
ice (by affidavit or, in case of an attor¬ 
ney at law, by certificate) should be filed 
with the request. At any time after said 
date, the application-declaration, as filed 
or as it may be amended, may be granted 
and permitted to become effective as pro¬ 
vided in Rule 23 of the general rules and 
regulations promulgated under the Act, 
or the Commission may grant exemption 
from such rules as provided in Rules 20 
(a) and 100 thereof or take such other 
action as it may deem appropriate. Per¬ 
sons who request a hearing or advice as 
to whether a hearing is ordered will re¬ 
ceive any notices and orders issued in 
this matter, including the date of the 
hearing (if ordered) and any postpone¬ 
ments thereof. 
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For the Commission, by the Division of 
Corporate Regulation, pursuant to dele¬ 
gated authority, 

[seal] George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24417 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


[File No. 500-11 

WINNER INDUSTRIES, INC. 

Suspension of Trading 

October 11, 1974. 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Winner Industries, Inc. being 
traded otherwise than on a national 
securities exchange is required in the 
public interest and for the protection of 
investors; 

Therefore, pursuant to section 15(c) 
(5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, trading in such securities other¬ 
wise than on a national securities ex¬ 
change is suspended, for the period from 
October 15, 1974 through October 24, 
1974. 

By the Commission. 

TsealI George A. Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

(FR Doc.74-24413 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


TARIFF COMMISSION 

[337-L-75] 

CERTAIN ELECTRONIC PRINTING 
CALCULATORS 

Extension of Time for Submission of 
Information 

Notice is hereby given that the date 
for submission of information by inter¬ 
ested persons which is pertinent to the 
preliminary inquiry instituted in the 
above matter has been extended from 
October 14, 1974 to November 13, 1974. 

By order of the Commission. 

[sealI Kenneth R. Mason, 

Secretary. 

October 16,1974. 

[FR Doc.74-24433 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


U.S. INFORMATION AGENCY 
ENGLISH TEACHING ADVISORY PANEL 
Notice of Meeting 

In accordance with Pub. L. 92-463, 
announcement is made of a public meet¬ 
ing of the English Teaching Advisory 
Panel of USIA to be held at 1717 H St. 


in Room 634, Washington, D.C. The first 
session will begin at 2 p.m. on Wednes¬ 
day, November 13. 

1. Purpose—The purpose of this Panel 
is to advise USIA on English teaching 
material, pedagogy, and policy and to 
apprise the Agency of pertinent develop¬ 
ments in the academic sector. 

2. Activities—USIA brings the* Panel 
up to date on recent activities and de¬ 
velopments and on plans for the future, 
requesting specific recommendations on 
matters within the Panel’s purview. 
Panel members report plans and activi¬ 
ties in the academic sector of interest to 
USIA. 

3. Agenda—The agenda for the No¬ 
vember 13-14 meeting will be as follows: 

a. Hear reports from Panel members on 

recent activities. 

b. Discuss English teaching resource cen¬ 
ter in Bogota. 

c. Discuss US-UK talks on English teach¬ 
ing held in London October 23-24. 

d. Discuss problems of coordination among 
USG programs overseas. 

e. Discuss possible development of film or 
TV series. 

f. Any other subjects Introduced by Panel 
members before the date of the meeting. 

4. Public participation—The Public is 
invited to attend this meeting. Any mem¬ 
ber of the public wishing to file a written 
statement with the Panel may do so 
before or after the meeting. 

It is suggested that those desiring 
more specific information contact Mrs. 
Burks of the English Teaching Staff of 
USIA on (202) 632-4837. 

Walter W. Jones, 
Chief , Management Division, 
Office of Administration and 
Management. 

|FR Doc.74-24452 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Occupational Safety and Health 
Administration 

HAWAII 

Approval of Plan Supplements 

1. Background. Part 1953, Title 29, 
Code of Federal Regulations prescribes 
procedures under section 18 of the Oc¬ 
cupational Safety and Health Act of 
1970 (29 UJS.C. 667) for review of 
changes and progress in the develop¬ 
ment and implementation of State 
plans which have been approved in ac¬ 
cordance with section 18(c) of the Act 
and Part 1902 of this chapter. On Janu¬ 
ary 4, 1974, notice was published in the 
Federal Register (39 FR 1010) of the 
Approval of the Hawaii Plan and of the 
adoption of Subpart Y of Part 1952 con¬ 


taining this decision. On May 7, and 28, 
1974, the State of Hawaii submitted 
supplements Involving State initiated 
plan changes (see Subpart E of 29 CFR 
Part 1953). These supplements are 
minor in nature: 

(1) Supplement 2 adopts the Rules of 
Practice and Procedure already re¬ 
viewed and approved as part of Hawaii’s 
plan. 

(2) Supplement 3 corrects errors 
commencing on page 16 of the State 
Plan, XV Indices of E ffectiveness, re¬ 
quired under 29 CFR 1902.4(b) (2) (i) 
and (vl). 

2. Location of Supplements for Inspec¬ 
tion and Copying. A copy of these sup¬ 
plements, along with the approved plan, 
may be inspected and copied during nor¬ 
mal business hours at the following lo¬ 
cations: Office of the Associate Assistant 
Secretary for Regional Programs, Room 
850, 1726 M Street, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20210: Office of the Assistant Re¬ 
gional Director, Occupational Safety and 
Health Administration, Room 9470, Fed¬ 
eral Office Building, 450 Golden Gate 
Avenue, San Francisco, California 94102; 
and the Department of Labor and Indus¬ 
trial Relations, Room 308, 825 MiJani 
Street. Honolulu, Hawaii, 96813. 

3. Public participation. Under $ 1953.2 
(c) of this chapter, the Assistant Secre¬ 
tary may prescribe alternative proce¬ 
dures to expedite the review process or 
for any other good cause which may be 
consistent with applicable law. The As¬ 
sistant Secretary finds that good cause 
exists for not publishing Hawaii’s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure nor the cor¬ 
rections to typographical errors in the 
previously submitted plan because there 
is no substantive change involved from 
the approved plan and further public 
comment is unnecessary. 

4. Decision. After consideration of the 
Hawaii Plan Supplements, they are here¬ 
by approved under Part 1953. The de¬ 
cision incorporates the requirements of 
the Act and implementing regulations 
applicable to State plans generally. 

(Secs. 8(g), 18, Pub. L. 91-596, 84 Stat. 1600, 
1608 ( 29 U.S.C. 657(g), 667)). 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 11 th 
day of October. 1974. 

John Stender, 

Assistant Secretary of Labor. 

(FR Doc.74-24471 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


HAWAII 

Proposed Supplement To Approved 
Plan 

1. Background. Part 1953 of Title 29. 
Code of Federal Regulations prescribes 
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procedures under section 18 of the Oc¬ 
cupational Safety and Health Act of 
1970 f29 U.S.C. 667) for review of 
changes and progress in the develop¬ 
ment and implementation of State 
plans which have been approved in ac¬ 
cordance with section 18(c) of the Act 
and Part 1902 of this chapter. On Janu¬ 
ary 4, 1974. notice was published in the 
Federal Register (39 FR 1010) of the 
Approval of the Hawaii Plan and of the 
adoption of Subpart Y of Part 1952 con¬ 
taining this decision. On April 16, 1974. 
the State of Hawaii submitted supple¬ 
ments to the plan involving develop¬ 
mental changes (see Subpart B of 29 
CFRPart 1953). 

2. Issues. The supplements include: 

a. The Occupational Health Plan for 
Hawaii which: 

1. Provides that responsibility for the 
occupational health program will be 
lodged in the Branch of Occupational 
Health of the Department of Labor and 
Industrial Relations. Division of Occu¬ 
pational Safety and Health. 

2. Provides for the Branch to be fully 
staffed within the three year develop¬ 
mental period with a staff of ten persons. 

3. Provides for laboratory services (op¬ 
erated and staffed by the Division of Oc¬ 
cupational Safety and Health) to par¬ 
ticipate in the proficiency testing pro¬ 
gram operated by the National Institute 
of Occupational Safety and Health. 

4. Provides for all of the occupational 
health components to be funded jointly 
by the State and the Federal government 
under the grant provisions of section 23 
(g) of the Occupational Safety and 
Health Act of 1970. 

b. The Occupational Health Labora¬ 
tory Standard Procedures Manual. 

c. An implementation timetable for 
Hawaii's occupational health program 
which changes the scheduled date for full 
program implementation from Decem¬ 
ber 1974, to January 1975, and sets in¬ 
termediate steps leading to implemen¬ 
tation. 

3. Location of the plan and its supple¬ 
ment for inspection and copying. A copy 
of the plan and its supplement may be 
inspected and copied during normal bus¬ 
iness hours at the following locations: 
Office of the Associate Assistant Secre¬ 
tary for Regional Programs, Occupa¬ 


tional Safety and Health Administration, 
Room 850, 1726 M Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., 20210; Occupational Safety 
and Health Administration, Room 9419, 
Federal Office Building, 450 Golden Gate 
Avenue, San Francisco. California 94102; 
and Department of Labor and Industrial 
Relations, 825 Milani Street, Honolulu, 
Hawaii 96813. 

4. Public participation. Interested per¬ 
sons are hereby given until November 21, 
1974, in which to submit written data, 
views and arguments concerning 
whether the supplement should be ap¬ 
proved. Such submissions are to be 
addressed to the Associate Assistant 
Secretary for Regional Programs at his 
address as set forth above where they 
will be available for inspection and 
copying. 

Any interested person may request 
an informal hearing concerning the 
proposed supplements, by filing par¬ 
ticularized written objections with re¬ 
spect thereto within the time allowed for 
comments with the Associate Assistant 
Secretary for Regional Programs. If in. 
the opinion of the Assistant Secretary 
substantial objections are filed, w r hich 
'warrant further public discussion, a for¬ 
mal or informal hearing on the subjects 
and issues involved may be held. 

The Assistant Secretary shall consider 
all relevant comments, arguments and 
requests submitted in accordance with 
this notice and shall thereafter issue his 
decision as to approval or disapproval of 
the supplements, make appropriate 
amendments to Subpart Y of Part 1952 
and initiate appropriate further pro¬ 
ceedings if necessary. 

(Secs. 8(g), 18 Pub. L. 91-596, 84 Stat. 1600, 
1608 ( 29 US.C. 657(g), 667).) 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 11th 
day of October, 1974. 

John Stender, 
Assistant Secretary of Labor. 

[FR Doc.74-24472 FUed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


STANDARDS ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON 
MARINE TERMINAL FACILITIES 

Notice of Meeting 

Notice is hereby given that a Stand¬ 
ards Advisory Committee on Marine 
Terminal Facilities, established under 


section 7(b) of the Williams-Steiger Oc¬ 
cupational Safety and Health Act of 
1970 (29 U.S.C. 656), will meet on Tues¬ 
day, November 19, and Wednesday, No¬ 
vember 20, 1974, starting at 9 a.m. in the 
Meteor Room, G6, Holiday Inn Down¬ 
town, 801 Calhoun, Houston, Texas 
77002. The meeting will be open to the 
public. 

The Standards Advisory Committee on 
Marine Terminal Facilities will continue 
review of the proposed safety regulations 
for longshoring. with respect to marine 
terminal facilities, for the purpose of 
making recommendations to the Assist¬ 
ant Secretary of Labor for Occupational 
Safety and Health. As part of the first 
day's activities, a field trip has been 
scheduled to the Port of Houston Au¬ 
thority, Goodpasture Grain Elevator and 
Cargill Grain Elevator. 

Written data, views, or comments may 
be filed, together with 20 copies thereof, 
with the Committee Management Officer 
by close of business November 8, 1974. 
Any such submissions will be provided to 
the members of the committee and will 
be included in the record of the meeting. 

Persons wishing to make an oral 
presentation to the committee should 
submit a written request to be heard, 
together with 20 copies thereof, to the 
Committee Management Officer no later 
than the close of business November 8, 
1974. The request must contain the name 
of the person who wishes to make a 
presentation, whom he represents, a 
short summary of the intended presen¬ 
tation. and an estimate of the amount 
of time that will be needed. Oral pres¬ 
entations will be scheduled at the dis¬ 
cretion of the committee Chairman. 

Communications should be addressed 
to: 

A. W. Campbell 

Committee Management Office 
U.8. Department of Labor 
Occupational Safety and Health Adminis¬ 
tration 

1726 M Street. NW. Room 200 
Washington, D.C. 20210 

Signed at Washington, D.C. this 16th 
day of October, 1974. 

John Stender, 
Assistant Secretary of Labor. 

(FR Doc. 74-24470 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(Notice No. 013] 

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS 

October 16, 1974. 

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone¬ 
ment, cancellation or oral argument ap¬ 
pear below and will be published only 
once. This list contains prospective as¬ 
signments only and does not include cases 
previously assigned hearing dates. The 
hearings will be on the issues as presently 
reflected in the Official Docket of the 
Commission. An attempt will be made 
to publish notices of cancellation of hear¬ 
ings as promptly as possible, but inter¬ 
ested parties should take appropriate 
steps to insure that they are notified of 
cancellation or postponements of hear¬ 
ings in which they are interested. No 
amendments will be entertained after 
October 21,1974. 

MC 134068 Sub 16. Kodiak Refrigerated Lines, 
Inc., now assigned December 11, 1974, at 
Los Angeles, Calif., is postponed indefi¬ 
nitely. 

MC-FC-75047, W-P Truck Lines, Inc., Pitts¬ 
burgh. Pa., Transferee and Dorothy H. 
Loughman, Dba Waynesburg-Plttsburgh 
Local Express, Waynesbuig, Pa., Transferor, 
application is dismissed. 

MC 139859. MC 139859 Sub 1. Cal-National 
Enterprises, Inc., now being assigned hear¬ 
ing December 11, 1974 (3 days), at Los 
Angeles. Calif., in a hearing to be later 
designated. 

MC 29890 Sub 39. Rockland Coaches, Inc., 
now assigned November 5, 1974, at Newark, 
N.J., will be held in Room 730 Tax Court, 
Federal Office Bldg., 970 Broad Street. 

MC 138828 Sub 3. Maplewood Equipment Co., 
now assigned November 19, 1974, at Newark, 
N.J., is cancelled and the application 
dismissed. 

MC 115841 Sub 466. Colonial Refrigerated 
Transportation, Inc., now assigned Novem¬ 
ber 12, 1974, at Louisville. Ky.. will be held 
in Room 1052A, Federal Office Bldg., 6th 
and Federal Place. 

MC 116014 Sub 66, Oliver Trucking Company, 
Inc., now assigned November 14, 1974, at 
Louisville, Ky., will be held in Room 1062A, 
Federal Office Bldg., 6th and Federal Place. 
MC-F-11986, Llgon Specialized Hauler, Inc.— 
Purchase (portion)—Webb Transfer Line, 
Inc., John C. Ryan, Trustee, MC-F-11987, 
Oliver Trucking Company. Inc.—Purchase 
(portion)—Webb Transfer Line, Inc., John 
C. Ryan, Trustee. MC-F-11988, O’Nan 
Transportation Co., Inc.—Purchase (por¬ 
tion)—Webb Transfer Line, Inc., John C. 
Ryan. Trustee, MC 133916, O’Nan Trans¬ 
portation Co., Inc., and MC-F-11989, Cecil 
O’Nan, Oba O’Nan Transfer Co—Purchase 
(portion)—Webb Transfer Line, Inc., John 
C. Ryan. Trustee, now assigned Novem¬ 
ber 18, 1974, at Louisville, Ky., will be held 
In Room 1052A, Federal Office Bldg., 6th 
and Federal Place. 

MC 3647 Sub 448, Transport of New Jersey, 
MC 115116 Sub 26, Suburban Transit Corp., 
now assigned November 12, 1974, at New¬ 
ark, N.J., in Room 730 Tax Court, Federal 
Office Bldg., 970 Broad Street. 

MC 138259 Sub 3. Northwest Express, Inc., 
now being assigned hearing December 5, 
1974 (2 days), at Billings, Mont., in a hear¬ 
ing room to be later designated. 

MC 136201 Sub 2, Rocky Mountain Feed In¬ 
gredients Service, Inc., now being assigned 
hearing December 3, 1974 (2 days), at Bill¬ 
ings, Mont., In a hearing room to be later 
designated. 


MC-C-8231, Tra-Mo Warehouse, Inc.—In¬ 
vestigation of Operations—now being as¬ 
signed hearing December 9. 1974 (2 days), 
at Portland, Oreg., In a hearing room to 
be later designated. 

MC 129828 Sub 2, Glenn Davis and Don R. 
Davis, Dba Davis Bros., now being assigned 
hearing December 11, 1974 (3 days), at 
Portland, Oreg., in a hearing room to be 
later designated. 

MC 113855 Sub 291, International Transport, 
Inc., now being assigned hearing Decem¬ 
ber 16. 1974 (1 day), at Seattle, Wash., in 
a hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 116763 Sub 279, Carl Subler Trucking, 
Inc., now being assigned hearing Decem¬ 
ber 17. 1974 (1 day), at Seattle, Wash., in 
a hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 134884 Sub 7, Farwest Furniture Trans¬ 
port, Inc., now being assigned hearing De¬ 
cember 18. 1974 (3 days), at Seattle, Wash., 
in a hearing room to be later designated. 

Tseal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc.74-24484 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am) 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE MOTOR COMMON 
CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

Elimination of Gateway Letter Notices 
October 16, 1974. 

The following letter-notices of pro¬ 
posals to eliminate gateways for the pur¬ 
pose of reducing highway congestion, al¬ 
leviating air and noise pollution, mini¬ 
mizing safety hazards, and conserving 
fuel have been filed with the Interstate 
-Commerce Commission under the Com¬ 
mission’s gateway elimination rules (49 
CFR 1065(a)), and notice thereof to all 
Interested persons is hereby given as pro¬ 
vided in such rules. 

An original and two copies of protests 
against the proposed elimination of any 
gateway herein described may be filed 
with the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion on or before October 31,1974. A copy 
must also be served upon applicant or its 
representative. Protests against the elim¬ 
ination of a gateway will not operate to 
stay commencement of the proposed 
operation. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under these rules will be 
numbered consecutively for convenience 
in identification. Protests, if any, must 
refer to such letter-notices by number. 

No. MC-730 (Sub-No. E44), filed 
May 8, 1974. Applicant: PACIFIC 

INTERMOUNTAIN EXPRESS CO.. P.O. 
Box 638, Oakland, Calif. 94612. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: R. N. Cooledge 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, in bulk, in tank 
vehicle, from points in that part of Colo¬ 
rado, on and north of U.S. Highway 50, 
to points in that part of.Nevada on and 
north of U.S. Highway 6. 

The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of Salt Lake City, 
Utah. 

Applicant: ZERO REFRIGERATED 
LINES, P.O. Box 20380, San Antonio, 
Tex. 78220. Applicant’s representative: 
T. W. Cothren (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 


carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod¬ 
ucts, and meat by-products, as described 
in Sections A and C of Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carriers 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, 272, 273, and 
766. and frozen foods, all in vehicles 
equipped with mechanical refrigeration, 
from points in Otero County, New Mex¬ 
ico, to points in California. Oregon 
Washington, Nevada, Montana, Wyo¬ 
ming, that part of Arizona on and south 
of a line beginning at the New Mexico- 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 70 
to junction U.S. Highway 60, thence 
along U.S. Highway 93 to the Arizona- 
Nevada State line and that part of Colo¬ 
rado on, north, and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Kansas-Colorado State line, 
thence along U.S. Highway 285 to Junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 24, thence along U.8. 
Highway 24 to junction U.S. Highway 6, 
thence along U.S. Highway 6 to Junction 
U.S. Highway 40, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 40 to junction U.S. Highway 34, 
thence along U.S. Highway 34 to junction 
U.S. Highway 287, thence along U.8. 
Highway 287 to the Colorado-Wyoming 
State line. 

The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of El Paso or Dalhart, 
Texas. 

Applicant: HIGHWAY TRANSPORT, 
INC., P.O. Box 10470, Knoxville, Tenn. 
37919. Applicant’s representative: Clyde 
Carver (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid chemicals (except 
phosphatic food supplements), in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Tampa. Florida, 
to points in those parts of Arkansas (1) 
on, and north, and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Tennessee-Arkansas State 
line, thence along Arkansas Highway 137 
to junction Arkansas Highway 18. thence 
along Arkansas Highway 18 to junction 
Arkansas Highway 119, thence along Ar¬ 
kansas Highway 119 to the Arkansas - 
Missouri State line, and (2) on and north 
of a line beginning at the Arkansas-Mis- 
souri State line, thence along Arkansas 
Highway 90 to junction Arkansas High¬ 
way 135, thence along Arkansas Highway 
135 to junction U.S. Highway 62, thence 
along U.S. Highway 62 to junction Ar¬ 
kansas Highway 68, thence along Ar¬ 
kansas Highway 68 to Fayetteville, 
thence along U.S. Highway 71 to junction 
UJS. Highway 64, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 64 to Port Smith. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway oi 
Knoxville, Tennessee. 

No. MC 22296 (Sub-No. El), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: HERITAGE 
VAN LINES, INC.. P.O. Box 2103, Hunt¬ 
ington, W. Va. 25721. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William J. Lavelle, 2310 Grant 
Bldg., Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Household goods, as de¬ 
fined by the Commission; (1) between 
points in Florida, Georgia, Mississippi, 
North Carolina, Alabama, and South 
Carolina, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in that part of Kentucky on 
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and east of a line beginning at the Ken¬ 
tucky- Virginia State line, thence along 
Kentucky Highway 15 to junction Ken¬ 
tucky Highway 160, thence along Ken¬ 
tucky Highway 160 to junction Kentucky 
Highway 80, thence along Kentucky 
Highway 80 to junction Kentucky High¬ 
way 7, thence along Kentucky Highway 7 
to junction UB. Highway 460, thence 
along UB. Highway 460 to junction Ken¬ 
tucky Highway 36. thence along Ken¬ 
tucky Highway 36 to junction Kentucky 
Highway 11, thence along Kentucky 
Highway 11 to the Kentucky-Ohio State 
line; <2) between points in Oklahoma 
and Texas, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in that part of Ken¬ 
tucky on and east of a line beginning 
at the Kentucky-Tennessee State line. 

Thence along U.S. Highway 25E to 
junction Kentucky Highway 11, thence 
along Kentucky Highway 11 to the Ken- 
tucky-Ohio State line; (3) between 
points in that part of Kentucky on and 
east of a line beginning at the Kentucky- 
Tennessee State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 25E to junction Kentucky High¬ 
way 11, thence along Kentucky Highway 
11 to the Kentucky-Ohio State line, on 
the one hand, and. on the other, points in 
that part of Arkansas on and west of 
Arkansas Highway 7, and points in Loui¬ 
siana < except points east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Mississippi-Louisiana State 
line, thence along U.S. Highway 51 to 
Junction U.S. Highway 61, thence along 
U.S. Highway 61 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 90, thence along UB. Highway 90 to 
junction Louisiana Highway 1, and 
thence along Louisiana Highway 1 to 
Grand Isle) ; and (4) between points in 
that part of Kentucky on, east, and north 
of a hne beginning at Mays^e, thence 
along Kentucky Highway 11 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 460, thence along U.S. 
Highway 460 to the Kentucky-Virginia 
State line, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Arkansas and Louisiana. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of points in Cabell. Mason, 
and Wayne Counties, W. Va., points in 
Boyd, Greenup, Lawrence, and Pike 
Counties. Ky„ or points in Lawrence and 
Scioto Counties, Ohio. 

No. MC 30446 (Sub-No. 6G), (Correc¬ 
tion), filed June 4, 1974, published in the 
Federal Register October 1, 1974. Appli¬ 
cant: BRUCE JOHNSON TRUCKING 
COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 5647, Char¬ 
lotte, N.C. 28225. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Charles Ephraim. 1250 Connecti¬ 
cut Ave. NW. Suite 600, Washington, D.C. 
20036. The above letter-notice was pub¬ 
lished with an incorrect docket number. 
The correct number is No. MC 30446 
(Sub-No. 6G). The letter-notice remains 
as previously published. 

No. MC 43670 (Sub-No. El), (correc¬ 
tion), filed May 14, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register September 3, 1974. 
Applicant: DELCHER BROTHERS 

STORAGE CO., P.O. Box 507, Jackson¬ 
ville, Fla. 32201. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Sheldon Silverman, Suite 550,1819 
H Street NW.. Washington, D.C. 20006. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 


mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over Ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Household 
goods, as defined by the Commission, (4) 
between points in Oklahoma, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in that 
part of Alabama south and east of a line 
beginning at Mobile, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 65 to junction Lowndes- 
Butler County line, thence along the 
Lowndes-Butler County line, the 
Lowndes-Crenshaw County line, the 
Montgomery-Crenshaw County line, the 
Montgomery-Pike County line, the Bul¬ 
lock-Pike County line, the Bullock-Bar- 
bour County line, and the Russell-Bar- 
bour County line to the Alabama- 
Georgia Highway 96 to junction Georgia 
south of a line beginning at the Georgia- 
Alabama State line, thence along the 
Harris-Muscogee County line, and the 
Talbot-Muscogee County line to junction 
Georgia Highway 22, thence along Geor¬ 
gia Highway 22 to Geneva, thence along 
Georgia Highway 96 to Junction Georgia 
Highway 358, thence along Georgia 
Highway 358 to junction U.S. Highway 
80, thence along U.S. Highway 80 to the 
Effingham-Chatham County line, thence 
along the Effingham-Chatham County 
line to the Savannah River, and that 
part of South Carolina south and east 
of a line beginning at the South Caro- 
lina-Georgia State line, thence along 
US. Highway 17 to junction Alternate 
US. Highway 17, thence along Alternate 
U.S. Highway 17 to Walterboro, thence 
along U.S. Highway 15 to Santee, thence 
along Interstate Highway 95 to the 
South Carolina-North Carolina State 
line (points in Florida)*; and <5) be¬ 
tween points in that part of Oklahoma 
south and west of a line beginning at the 
Texas-Cklahoma State line, thence 
along US. Highway 60 to junction U.S. 
Highway 281, thence along U.S. Highway 
281 to junction Interstate Highway 40, 
thence along Interstate Highway 40 to 
junction U.S. Highway 81, thence along 
U.S. Highway 81 to the Oklahoma-Texas 
State line, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in that part of Alabama 
east and south of a line beginning at the 
Alabama-Mississippi State line. 

Thence along the Washington-Mobile 
County line and the Mobile-Baldwin 
County line to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 65, thence along Interstate Highway 
65 to junction Montgomery-Lowndes 
County line, thence along the Montgom¬ 
ery-Lowndes County line, the Mont¬ 
gomery-Autauga County line, the Mont- 
gomery-Elmore County line, and the 
Montgomery-Macon County line, to 
junction Interstate Highway 85, thence 
along Interstate Highway 85 to the Ala- 
bama-Georgia State line, that part of 
Georgia south and east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Alabama-Georgia State line, 
thence along UB. Highway 80 to Macon, 
thence along Georgia Highway 22 to 
junction Interstate Highw r ay 20. thence 
along Interstate Highway 20 to the Geor¬ 
gia-South Carolina State line, that part 
of South Carolina east of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Georgia-South Carolina 
State line, thence along Interstate High¬ 
way 20 to Junction U.S. Highway 1, 


thence along UB. Highway 1 to the 
South Carolina-North Carolina State 
line, that part of North Carolina east of 
a line beginning at the South Carolina- 
North Carolina State line, thence along 
U.S. Highway 1 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 15, thence along U.S. Highway 15 to 
junction Interstate Highway 85, thence 
along Interstate Highway 85 to the 
North Carolina-Virginia State line, that 
part of Virginia east and south of a line 
beginning at the North Carolina-Virginia 
State line, thence along Interstate High¬ 
way 85 to Petersburg, thence along Vir¬ 
ginia Highway 36 to Hopewell, thence 
along Virginia Highway 36 to junction 
Virginia Highway 156, thence along Vir¬ 
ginia Highway 156 to junction Virginia 
Highway 5, thence along Virginia High¬ 
way 5 to Yorktown (points in Florida) *. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways indicated by asterisks 
above. The purpose of this correction is 
to correct the destination territories. 

No. MC 74321 (Sub-No. E8). (Correc¬ 
tion) , filed June 3, 1974, published in the 
Federal Register July 8,1974. Applicant: 
B. F. WALKER, P.O. Box 17B, Denver. 
Colo. 80217. Applicant’s representative: 
Richard P. Kissinger (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Machinery, ma¬ 
terials, supplies , and equipment inciden¬ 
tal to, or used in, the construction, de¬ 
velopment, operation, and maintenance 
of facilities for the discovery, develop¬ 
ment, and production of natural gas and 
petroleum, (67) between points in In¬ 
diana on and south of a line beginning 
at the intersection of Indiana Highway 
67 with the Indiana-Ohio State line, 
thence west of Indiana Highway 67 to its 
junction with U.S. Highway 40, thence 
along UB. Highway 40 to its intersection 
with the Indiana-Illinois State line, on 
the one hand, and. on the other, points in 
Wyoming, on, south, and west of a line 
beginning at the intersection of Wyo¬ 
ming Highway 789 with the Colorado- 
Wyoming State line, thence north on 
Wyoming Highway 789 to its Junction 
with Interstate Highway 80, thence east 
on Interstate Highway 80 to its junc¬ 
tion with U.S. Highway 287, thence north 
on U.S. Highway 287 to its junction with 
U.S. Highway 26, thence west on U.S. 
Highway 26 to Its intersection with the 
Idaho-Wyoming State line (points in 
Missouri. Oklahoma, and Colorado) *. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways indicated by asterisks 
above. The purpose of this correction is 
to clarify the route descriptions. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E85), filed 
May 29. 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lansdowne, 
Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representative: 
John Nelson (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid chemicals, as de¬ 
fined in The Maxwell Co., Extension — 
Addyston, 63 M.C.C. 677, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles (except petroleum products and 
coal tar products), from those points in 
Maryland which are within 100 miles of 
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Philadelphia, Pa., to points in Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, and Missouri. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of Philadelphia, Pa., and 
Natrium, W. Va. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E575). filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lansdowne, 
Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representative: 
John Nelson (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dry chemicals, as described 
in The Maxwell Co., Extension — Addy - 
ston, 63 M.C.C. 677 (except those sold as 
fertilizers or derived from petroleum), 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the plant 
sites of Hooker Chemical Corporation 
and Union Carbide Corporation at or 
near Taft, St. Charles Parish, La., to 
points in Connecticut, Maine, Massa¬ 
chusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, 
and Vermont. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateways of points in 
Indiana, Painesville, Ohio, and Solvay, 
N.Y. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E576), filed 
May 29. 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lansdowne, 
Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representative: 
John Nelson (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Creosote oil wood preserv¬ 
atives, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the 
plant site of Reilly Tar and Chemical 
Corporation at or near Lone Star, Tex., 
to points in Maine, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, and Vermont. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Baton Rouge. La., Greensboro, N.C., 
Elizabeth and Newark, N.J. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E578), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lansdowne, 
Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representative: 
John Nelson (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Benzene, toluene, xylene, 
and naphtha, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Chalmette. La., to points in Ohio. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Ashland, Ky. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E580), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lansdowne, 
Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representative: 
John Nelson (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Creosote oil wood pre¬ 
servatives, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from the plant site of Reilly Tar and 
Chemicals Corporation at or near Lone 
Star, Tex., to points in Florida, Georgia, 
North Carolina, and South Carolina. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Baton Rouge, La. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E581), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
Inc., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lansdowne, 
Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representative: 
John Nelson (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 


by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Edible vegetable oils, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Shreveport, 
and New Orleans, La., to points in Maine, 
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, and 
Vermont. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of points in 
Georgia and Newark, N.J. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E582), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lansdowne, 
Pa. 19050. Applicant's representative: 
John Nelson (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Edible vegetable oils, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from New Or¬ 
leans and Shreveport, La., to points in 
Connecticut, Delaware, New Jersey, New 
York, and Rhode Island. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of points in Georgia and in New Jersey. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E584). filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lans¬ 
downe, Pa. 19050. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: John Nelson (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Creosote oil, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Point Com¬ 
fort, Tex., to points in Florida, Illinois, 
Indiana, Kentucky, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, and Wiscon¬ 
sin. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of Baton Rouge, La. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E585), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lansdowne, 
Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representative: 
John Nelson (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Creosote oil, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Point Comfort, Tex., 
to points in Maine, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, and Vermont. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of Baton Rouge, La., Greensboro, N.C., 
and Newark, N.J. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E587), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lansdowne, 
Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representative: 
John Nelson (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid natural gas odor¬ 
ants (except liquefied petroleum gases), 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Oak 
Point, La., to points in Arizona and New 
Mexico. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Geismar, La. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E589), filed 
May 29. 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lansdowne, 
Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representative: 
John Nelson (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid chemicals, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from those points in 
Maryland which are within 150 miles of 
Monongahela, Pa., to points in Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Missouri, and 


Ohio (except points within 150 miles of 
Monongahela). The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Natrium 
W. Va. 


No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E590>, filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lansdowne! 
Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representative: 
John Nelson (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid chemicals, as de¬ 
fined in The Maxwell Co., Extension— 
Addy ston, 63 M.C.C. d677 (except such 
oils and greases as may be included in the 
term “chemicals”) in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from those points in Maryland 
which are within 150 miles of Mononga¬ 
hela. Pa., to points in Wisconsin. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of Natrium, W. Va., and the 
plant site of the B. F. Goodrich Company, 
in Milan Township (Allen County), Ind. 


No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E593>, filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lansdowne, 
Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representative: 
John Nelson (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Petrole um p roducts, as de- 
scribed in Appendix xm to the report 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 (except petrochemi¬ 
cals) , in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the 
site of the Tidewater Oil Company Re¬ 
finery at or near Delaware City. Del., to 
points in Illinois, Indiana. Kentucky, 
Michigan, and Wisconsin. The purpose 
of this fiilng is to eliminate the gateway 
of Congo. W. Va., and those points in 
Pennsylvania which are within 160 miles 
of Monongahela, Pa. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E594), filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: MATLACK. 
INC., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lansdowne. 
Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representative: 
John Nelson (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dry plastics, synthetic, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Delaware 
City, Del., to points in Iowa, Kansas, Ne¬ 
braska, and Oklahoma. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Circleville, Ohio. 


No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E598). filed 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: MATLACK, 
INC., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lansdowne. 
Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representative: 
John Nelson (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common earner, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid chemicals, in mil*, 
in tank vehicles, from Muskegon, Mien-, 
to points in Kansas. The purpose of tnw 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of tne 
plant site of Stepan Chemical Company, 
at or near Millsdale, Ill. 


No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. E599 i* ^ 
May 29, 1974. Applicant: 

INC., 10 W. Baltimore Ave., Lansdowne. 
Pa. 19050. Applicant’s representative^ 
John Nelson (same as above). Authomy 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
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by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dry resins, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from those points in Ohio which 
are within 150 miles of Monongahela, 
Pa., to points in Minnesota. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Newark, Ohio. 

No. MC 110420 (Sub-No. E87), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: QUALITY 

CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 186, Pleasant 
Prairie. Wis. 53158. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: E. Stephen Heisley, 666 
Eleventh St.. Washington, D.C. 20001. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals (except liquefied petroleum 
gases), in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Janesville, Wis., to (1) points in Henry, 
Des Moines, and Lee Counties, Iowa, that 
par t of Nebraska on, west, and south of 
a line beginning at the Nebraska-Kansas 
State line, thence along Nebraska High¬ 
way 61 to the North Platte River, thence 
along the North Platte River to the 
Nebraska-Wyoming State line, and that 
part of New York on and east of U.S. 
Highway 11 (the plant site of Lonza, Inc., 
at or near Mapleton, HI.) •; (2) to points 
in Connecticut, Delaware, New Hamp¬ 
shire. New Jersey. New York, Maine, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, North Caro¬ 
lina. Pennsylvania. South Carolina, Ver¬ 
mont. Virginia. West Virginia, and the 
District of Columbia (Carpentersville, 
HI.) ♦. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways indicated by 
asterisks above. 

Applicant: QUALITY CARRIERS, 
INC., P.O. Box 186, Pleasant Prarie, Wis¬ 
consin 53158. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: E. Stephen Heisley, 666 Eleventh 
Street, NW.,Washington. D.C. 20001. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: (1) 
Liquid chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles from the plant site of the Hawkeye 
Chemical Company at or near Clinton, 
Iowa, (a) to points in Maryland, New 
York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania 
(Ringwood, HI.)*; (b) to Baltimore, 
Md.. Boston, Mass., New York, New 
Jersey, and points in Delaware (Janes¬ 
ville, Wisconsin) •; (2) Liquid chemicals 
(except liquid oxygen, hydrogen, and 
nitrogen) in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
the plant site of the Hawkeye Chemical 
Company at or near Clinton, Iowa, to 
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hamp¬ 
shire, New Jersey, New York, North 
Carolina, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, 
South Carolina. Vermont, Virginia, West 
Virginia, and the District of Columbia 
^Carpentersville, HI.) •; (3) Liquid 

c hetnicals, in bulk, in tank vehicles 
from the plant site of the Hawk- 
eye Chemical Company at or near 
Clinton, Iowa, (a) to points in that 
Part of Kansas on and west of U.S. 
Highway 77, that part of North Dakota 
on, west, and south of a line beginning 
et the International Boundary line 
between the United States and Canada, 
thence along US. Highway 83 to Bis¬ 
marck, thence along Interstate Highway 


94 to the North Dakota-Minnesota State 
line, and South Dakota (Fremont, 
and that part of Colorado on west 
and south of a line beginning at 
Wyoming-Colorado State line thence 
along Interstate Highway 25 to junction 
Interstate Highway 70 to junction U.S. 
Highway 24 thence along UB. Highway 
24 to the Colorado-Nebraska State line 
(Janesville, Wisconsin) •; The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
indicated by asterisks above. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. E1234), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., P.O. 
Box 200, Downingtown, Pa. 19335. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Thomas J. 
O’Brien (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dry poly propylene poly¬ 
mer, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the 
plantsite of the Amoco Chemical Cor¬ 
poration at or near New Castle, Del., (1) 
to points in Indiana. Illinois, Iowa, 
Michigan, and Missouri (Willow Island, 
W. Va.) *, (2) to points in Wisconsin (S. 
Charleston, W. Va.)*, and (3) to points 
in Minnesota (Dover, Ohio) *. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways indicated by asterisks above. 

No. MC 110761 E5, filed June 4. 1974. 
Applicant: CARROLL TRANSPORT, 
INC., 710 Allegheny Bldg., Adams 
Street, Pittsburgh, Penn. 15233. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: William J. Lavelle, 
2310 Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, Penn. 
15219. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles and iron and steel scrap, 
between points in Marshall, Ohio, 
Brooke, and Hancock Counties, West 
Virginia, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Aberdeen, Baltimore. Hagerstown, 
and Middle River, Maryland. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Canton township (Wash¬ 
ington County). Penn. 

No. MC 110761 (Sub-No. E6), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: CARROLL 
TRANSPORT. INC., 710 Allegheny Bldg., 
Adams Street, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15233. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: William J. 
Lavelle, 2310 Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 15219. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel mill and foundry products , between 
points in Marshall. Ohio, Brooke, and 
Hancock Counties. W. Va., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
Lower Peninsula of Michigan (except 
Berkeley, Dearborn, Detroit. Ferndale, 
Flint, and Willow Run). The pin-pose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Canton Township (^Washington County), 
Pa. 

No. MC 110761 (Sub-No. E7), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CARROLL 
TRANSPORT, INC., 710 Allegheny Bldg., 
Adams Street, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15233. 
Applicant’s representative: William J. 
Lavelle, 2310 Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 15219. Authority sought to operate as 


a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles and iron and steel scrap , 
between Baltimore, Aberdeen, Hagers¬ 
town, and Middle River, Md., on the one 
hand, and, on the other. Canton, Car¬ 
rollton, Cincinnati, Columbus, Cleveland, 
Clyde, Dayton, East Liverpool, Paines - 
ville, Salem, Toledo. Toronto, Wapako- 
neta, Warren, and Youngstown, Ohio, 
Richmond, New Castle, and Indianapolis, 
Ind., and Berkeley, Dearborn, Detroit, 
Ferndale, and Flint, Mich. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Canton Township (Washington 
County), Pa. 

No. MC 110761 (Sub-No. E8), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CARROLL 
TRANSPORT, INC., 710 Allegheny Bldg., 
Adams Street, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15233. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: William J. 
Lavelle, 2310 Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 15219. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel articles and iron and steel scrap, 
from Aberdeen, Baltimore, Hagerstown, 
and Middle River. Md., to Willow Run, 
Mich. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Canton Town¬ 
ship (Washington County), Pa. 

No. MC 110761 (Sub-No. E10), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CARROLL 
TRANSPORT, INC., 710 Allegheny Bldg., 
Adams Street, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15233. 
Applicant's representative: William J. 
Lavelle, 2310 Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 15219. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel mill and foundry products, between 
Baltimore, Aberdeen, Hagerstown, and 
Middle River. Md., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the Lower Penin¬ 
sula of Michigan (except Berkeley. Dear¬ 
born, Detroit. Ferndale, Flint, and Wil¬ 
low Run). The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Canton Town¬ 
ship (Washington County), Pa. 

No. MC 110761 (Sub-No. E10), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CARROLL 

TRANSPORT, INC., 710 Allegheny Bldg., 
Adams St., Pittsburgh, Pa. 15233. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: William J. Lavelle, 
2310 Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh. Pa. 15219. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel arti¬ 
cles and iron and steel scrap, between 
Pittsburgh, Pa., on the one hand, and, 
the other, Cincinnati, Columbus, Cleve¬ 
land, Clyde, Dayton, Toledo, and Wapa- 
koneta, Ohio. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Canton 
Township (Washington County), Pa. 

No. MC 110761 (Sub-No. Ell), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CARROLL 
TRANSPORT, INC., 710 Allegheny Bldg., 
Adams St., Pittsburgh, Pa. 15233. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: William J. Lavelle, 
2310 Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219. 
Auhtority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel mill 
and foundry products, between points 
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in the Lower Peninsula of Michigan (ex¬ 
cept Berkeley, Dearborn, Detroit, Fern- 
dale. Flint, and Willow Run), on the one 
hand, and. on the other, Caldwell, Little 
Falls, and Newark, N.J., and points in the 
New York, N.Y., Commercial Zone. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Canton Township (Washing¬ 
ton County), Pa. 

No. MC 110761 (Sub-No. E12), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: CARROLL 
TRANSPORT, INC., 710 Allegheny Bldg., 
Adams St., Pittsburgh, Pa. 15233. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: William J. Lavelle, 
2310 Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel ar¬ 
ticles and iron and steel scrap, between 
Weirton, W. Va., and points in Marshall, 
Ohio, and Brooke Counties, W. Va.. on 
the one hand, and, on the other, Indian¬ 
apolis, New Castle, and Richmond, Ind., 
and Berkeley, Dearborn, Detroit, Fern- 
dale. and Flint. Mich. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Can¬ 
ton Township (Washington County), Pa. 

No. MC 110761 (E13), filed June 4, 
1974. Applicant: CARROLL TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 710 Allegheny Bldg., Adams 
Street, Pittsburgh. Penn. 15233. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: William J. La¬ 
velle, 2310 Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, Penn. 
15219. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Steel rolls, 
from Wheeling, West Virginia, to Aber¬ 
deen, Baltimore, Hagerstown, and Mid¬ 
dle River, Maryland. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of Can¬ 
ton township (Washington County), 
Pennsylvania. 

No. MC 110761 (E14), filed June 4, 
1974. Applicant: CARROLL TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 710 Allegheny Bldg., Adams 
Street, Pittsburgh, Penn. 15233. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: William J. Lavelle, 
2310 Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, Penn. 
15219. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Steel rolls, 
from Wheeling, West Virginia, to Indian¬ 
apolis, New Castle, and Richmond, In¬ 
diana, Berkeley, Dearborn, Detroit, Fern- 
dale, and Flint, Mich., Caldwell, Little 
Falls, and Newark, New Jersey, Buffalo, 
Cortland, Lancaster, Rochester, and Syr¬ 
acuse, New York, and points in the New 
York, New York, Commercial Zone. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Canton Township (Washing¬ 
ton County), Pennsylvania. 

No. MC 110761 (E15), filed June 4. 
1974. Applicant: CARROLL TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 710 Allegheny Bldg., Adams 
Street, Pittsburgh, Penn. 15233. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: William J. Lavelle, 
2310 Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, Penn. 
15219. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Steel rolls, 
from Wheeling, West Virginia, to Lynd- 
hurst, Paturson, Elizabeth, Rochelle 
Park, Perth Amboy, and Trenton, New 
Jersey. The purpose of this filing is to 


eliminate the gateway of Canton Town¬ 
ship (Washington County), Pennsyl¬ 
vania. 

No. MC 110761 (E16), filed June 6, 
1974. Applicant: CARROLL TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 710 Allegheny Bldg., 
Adams Street, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15233. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: William J. La¬ 
velle, 2310 Grant Bldg.. Pittsburgh, Pa. 
15219. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Scrap 
iron and steel, from Willow Run, Michi¬ 
gan to Wierton, West Virginia, and 
points in Marshall, Ohio, and Brooke 
Counties, West Virginia. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Washington, Pennsylvania. 

No. MC 110761 (Sub-No. E17), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: CARROLL 
TRANSPORT, INC., 710 Allegheny 
Bldg., Adams Street, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
15233. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam J. Lavelle, 2310 Grant Bldg., Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pa. 15219. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Steel rolls, from Wheeling, W. Va.. 
to point in the Lower Peninsula of 
Michigan (except Berkeley, Dearborn, 
Detroit, Femdale, Flint, and Willow 
Run). The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Canton Town¬ 
ship (Washington County), Pa. 

No. MC 110761 (Sub-No. E18), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CARROLL 
TRANSPORT, INC., 710 Allegheny 
Bldg., Adams Street, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
15233. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam J. Lavelle, 2310 Grant Bldg., Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pa. 15219. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Iron and steel scrap, from points in 
the Lower Peninsula of Michigan (ex¬ 
cept Berkeley, Dearborn, Detroit, Fem¬ 
dale, Flint and Willotf Run), to Aber¬ 
deen, Baltimore, Hagerstown, and Mid¬ 
dle River, Md. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Canton 
Tow r nship (Washington, County), Pa. 

No. MC 110761 (Sub-No. E19), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CARROLL 
TRANSPORT, INC., 710 Allegheny 
Bldg., Adams Street, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
15233. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 
liam J. Lavelle, 2310 Grant Bldg., Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pa. 15219. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Iron and steel scrap, from points in 
the lower Peninsula of Michigan (except 
Berkeley, Dearborn, Detroit, Ferndale, 
Flint, and Willow Run), to points in 
Marshall, Ohio, Brooke, and Hancock 
Counties W. Va. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Canton Township (Washington Coun¬ 
ty) , Pa. 

No. MC 110761 (Sub-No. E20) filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CARROLL 
TRANSPORT, INC., 710 Allegheny 
Bldg., Adams Street, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
15233. Applicant’s representative: Wil¬ 


liam J. Lavelle. 2310 Grant Bldg., Pitts¬ 
burgh, Pa. 15219. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Iron and steel scrap, from Willow 
Run, Mich., to Aberdeen, Baltimore. 
Hagerstown, and Middle River, Md. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Canton Township (Washing¬ 
ton County), Pa. 

No. MC 110761 (Sub-No. E21), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CARROLL 
TRANSPORT, INC., 710 Allegheny Bldg., 
Adams Street, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15233. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: William J. 
Lavelle, 2310 Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 15219. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Iron and steel articles and iron and steel 
scrap, between Weirton, W. Va., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Cincinnati, 
Dayton, and Wapokoneta, Ohio. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Canton Township (Wash¬ 
ington County), Pa. 

No. MC 110761 (Sub-No. E22), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: CARROLL 

TRANSPORT, Inc., 710 Allegheny Bldg., 
Adams Street, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15233. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: William J. 
Lavelle, 2310 Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 15219. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Iron 
and steel articles and iron and steel 
scrap, between Wheeling, W. Va., on the 
one hand, and. on the other. Cleveland, 
Clyde, and Toledo, Ohio. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Canton Township (Washington 
County), Pa. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. El), filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WARD 

TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 735, 
Pueblo, Colo. 81002. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Marion Jones, Suite 1600.1660 
Lincoln Street, Denver, Colo. 80203. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes transporting: Petroleum products, 
as described in Appendix XIII to the re¬ 
port in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 (except crude 
oil in its natural state), from points in 
Wyoming, to points in Kansas on and 
north of a line beginning at the Kansas- 
Missouri State line and extending along 
U.S. Highway 40 to Topeka. Kans., thence 
north along U.S. Highway 75 (formerly 
portion U.S. Highway 40), to junction 
U.S. Highway 24 (formerly portion U.S. 
Highway 40), thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 24 via Silver Lake, Rossville, and 
St. Marys, Kans., to Manhattan, Kans., 
thence along Kansas Highway 18 
(formerly portion U.S. Highway 40). 
via Ogden and Fort Riley, Kans.. to 
Junction City, Kans., thence along 
Kansas Highway 206 (formerly portion 
U.S. Highway 40), via Chapman, Detroit, 
Abilene, Solomon, and New Cambria, 
Kans., to Salina, Kans., thence along 
U.S. Highway 40 via Russell and Hays. 
Kans., to junction unnumbered highway 
(formerly portion U.S. Highway 40), near 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 39, NO. 204—MONDAY, OCTOBER 21, 1974 





Wakeeney, Kans., thence along unnum¬ 
bered highway via Wakeeney, Collyer, 
Quinter, and Park, Kans., to Grainfield, 
Kans.. thence along U.S. Highway 40, via 
Oakley and Me Allas ter, Kans., to the 
ICansas-Colorado State line. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Sidney or North Platte, Nebr. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. E2>, filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WARD 

TRANSPORT. INC., P.O. Box 735, 
Pueblo, Colo. 81002. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Marion Jones, Suite 1600, 1660 
Lincoln Street, Denver, Colo. 80203. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum products, 
from Denver, Colo., to points in Law¬ 
rence. Shannon, and Bennett Counties, 
S. Dak. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Cheyenne, Wyo. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. E3). filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WARD 
TRANSPORT. INC., P.O. Box 735, 
Pueblo, Colo. 81002. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Marion Jones, Suite 1600, 1660 
Lincoln Street, Denver, Colo. 80203. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum prod¬ 
ucts , as described in Appendix Xin to 
the report in Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates , 61 M.C.C. 209 (except 
crude oil in its natural state), from points 
in Wyoming (except points in Sheridan, 
Johnson, Campbell, Crook, and Weston 
Counties), to points in Nebraska on and 
east of U.S. Highway 183. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
Cheyenne, Wyo., and points in Colorado. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. E4). filed 
May 15,1974. Applicant : WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant’s representative: Mar¬ 
ion Jones, Suite 1600,1660 Lincoln Street, 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, other than 
crude oil in its natural state, from points 
in Wyoming, to points in New Mexico on 
and north of U.S. Highway 66. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways of points in Carbon and Laramie 
Counties, Wyo., and points in that part 
of Colorado on and south of U.S. High¬ 
way 40 from the Colorado-Kansas State 
line to Denver. Colo., and on and south of 
U.S. Highway 6, from Denver to the Colo- 
rado-Utah State line. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. E5\ filed 
May 15,1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant’s representative: Mar¬ 
ion Jones, Suite 1600,1660 Lincoln Street, 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, other than 
crude oil in its natural state, from points 
m Wyoming to points in that part of 
Kansas on and south of Kansas High¬ 
way 96 from the Kansas-Colorado State 
line to junction U.S. Highway 283 and on 
and west of U.S. Highway 283 to the 
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Kansas-Oklahoma State line. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
ways of Carbon and Laramie Counties. 
Wyo., and points in that part of Colorado 
on and south of U.S. Highway 40 from 
the Colorado-Kansas State line to Den¬ 
ver, Colo., and on and south of U.S. 
Highway 6 from Denver to the Colorado- 
Utah State line. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. E6), filed 
May 15,1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant’s representative: Mar¬ 
ion Jones, Suite 1600,1660 Lincoln Street. 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, other than 
crude oil in its natural state, from points 
in Wyoming (except Crook and Wes¬ 
ton Counties), to points in that part of 
Kansas bounded by a line beginning at 
junction of U.S. Highway 283 and Kansas 
Highway 96, thence extending west along 
Kansas Highway 96 to the Kansas-Colo¬ 
rado State line, thence north along the 
Kansas-Colorado State line to die Kan- 
sas-Nebraska State line, thence east 
along the Kansas-Nebraska State line to 
U.S. Highway 183 (formerly Kansas 
Highway 1), thence south along U.S. 
Highway 183 to junction Kansas High¬ 
way 1, thence south of Kansas Highway 
1 to the Kansas-Oklahoma State line, 
thence west along the Kansas-Oklahoma 
State line to U.S. Highway 283, thence 
north along U.S. Highway 283 to the 
point of beginning, including points on 
the designated portions of U.S. Highway 
183 and Kansas Highway 1. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateways 
of Carbon or Laramie Counties, Wyo., 
and Denver, Colo. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. E7), filed 
May 15,1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant’s representative: Mar¬ 
ion Jones, Suite 1600,1660 Lincoln Street, 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, from Enid, 
Ponca City, Barnsdall, Bartlesville. Tul¬ 
sa, Okmulgee, and Cushing, Okla., to 
points in that part of Utah south of a 
line beginning at the Colorado-Utah 
State line and extending in a westerly 
direction through Dragerton, Nephi, and 
Trout Creek, Utah, to the Utah-Nevada 
State line, and north of a line beginning 
at the Colorado-Utah State line and ex¬ 
tending in a westerly direction through 
Blanding and Cedar City, Utah, to the 
Utah-Nevada State line (except Grand 
and San Juan Counties). 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. E8), filed May 
15, 1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant’s representative: Mar¬ 
lon Jones. Suite 1600,1660 Lincoln Street, 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, other than 
crude oil in its natural state from Enid, 
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Ponca City, Barnsdall, Bartlesville, Tul¬ 
sa, Okmulgee, and Cushing, Okla., to 
points in Lawrence County, S. Dakota. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Denver, Colo., and Chey¬ 
enne, Wyo. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. E9>. filed 
May 15, 1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant’s representative: Mar¬ 
ion Jones, Suite 1600,1660 Lincoln Street, 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petro leum products, as described in 
Appendix xm to report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates , 61 M.C.C. 
209, from McPherson, Russelll, Shallow 
Water, Arkansas City, Augusta, El Do¬ 
rado, Potwin, Wichita, Hutchinson, Great 
Bend, and Coffeyville, Kans., to points in 
Sioux, Dawes, Box Butte, Scotts Bluff, 
Morrill, Banner, Kimball, and Cheyenne 
Counties, Nebr. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateway of points 
in Colorado on or south of U.S. Highway 
40 from the Colorado-Kansas State line 
to Denver, Colo., and on or south of U.S. 
Highway 6 from Denver, Colo., to the 
Colorado-Utah State line. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. Ell), filed 
May 15.1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC.. P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant’s representative: Mar¬ 
ion Jones, Suite 1600,1660 Lincoln Street. 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, from McPher¬ 
son, Russell, Shallow Water, Arkansas 
City, Augusta, El Dorado, Potwin, Wich¬ 
ita, Hutchinson, Great Bend, and Coffey¬ 
ville, Kans., to points in Wyoming. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Colorado on or 
south of U.S. Highway 40 from the Colo¬ 
rado-Kansas State line to Denver, Colo, 
and on or south of U.S. Highway 6 from 
Denver, Colo, to the Colorado-Utah State 
line, and points in that part of Wyoming 
located on and south of U.S. Highway 30 
and on and east of Wyoming Highway 
789. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. E12), filed 
May 15,1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo. Colo. 
81002. Applicant’s representative: Mar¬ 
ion Jones, Suite 1600, 1660 Lincoln St., 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, from McPher¬ 
son, Russell, Shallow Water, Arkansas 
City, August, Eldorado, Potwin, Wichita, 
Hutchinson, Great Bend, and Coffeyville, 
Kans., to Lawrence County, S. Dakota. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Denver, Colo., and Chey¬ 
enne, Wyo. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. E13), filed 
May 15,1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT. INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant’s representative: Mar¬ 
ion Jones, Suite 1600, 1660 Lincoln St., 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
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operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, as described in 
Appendix xm to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates , 61 
M.C.C. 209, from points in Colorado on 
and north of U.S. Highway 40, from the 
Colorado-Kansas State line to Denver, 
Colo., and on or north of UJS. Highway 6 
from Denver, Colo., to the Colorado-Utah 
State line, to points in Kansas east and 
north of a line beginning at the Nebras- 
ka-Kansas State line and extending 
along U.S. Highway 81 to its intersection 
with UB. Highway 40 to the Kansas- 
Missouri State line. The purpose of this 
filing Is to eliminate the gateway of Sid¬ 
ney or North Platte, Nebr. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. E16), filed 
May 15,1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT. INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant's representative: Mar¬ 
ion Jones, Suite 1600, 1660 Lincoln St., 
Denver. Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, from Enid, 
Ponca City. Bamsdall, Bartlesville, 
Tulsa, and Cushing, Okla., to points in 
that part of New Mexico on and north of 
U.S. Highway 66. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Points in Colorado on or south of U.S. 
Highway 40 from the Colorado-Kansas 
State line to Denver. Colo, and on or 
south of U.S. Highway 6 from Denver, 
Colo., to the Colorado-Utah State line. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. E15>, filed 
May 15,1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant's representative: Mar¬ 
ion Jones, Suite 1600, 1660 Lincoln St., 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, from McPher¬ 
son, Russell, Shallow Water, Arkansas 
City, Augusta, El Dorado, Potwin, Wichi¬ 
ta, Hutchinson. Great Bend and Coffey- 
ville. Kans., to points In that part of 
New Mexico on and north of U.S. High¬ 
way 66. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of points in Colo¬ 
rado on or south of U.S. Highway 40 from 
the Colorado-Kansas State line to Den¬ 
ver, Colo., and on or south of U.S. High¬ 
way 6 from Denver, Colo., to the Colo¬ 
rado-Utah State line. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. E16), filed 
May 15,1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant's representative: Marion 
Jones, Suite 1600, 1660 Lincoln St., Den¬ 
ver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Petroleum products, other than crude oil 
in its natural state, from Enid, Ponca 
City. Barnsdall, Barttesville, Tulsa, Ok¬ 
mulgee, and Cushing, Okla., to points in 
Wyoming. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of points in Colo¬ 
rado on or south of U.S. Highway 40 
from the Colorado-Kansas State line to 
Denver, Colo. 


No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. E17), filed 
May 15,1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant’s representative: 
Marion Jones, Suite 1600, 1660 Lincoln 
Street, Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Petroleum products, from 
Borger, Texas, and points within five 
miles, to points in Lawrence, Shannon, 
and Bennett Counties, South Dakota. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of points in Nebraska and 
Wyoming on U.S. Highway 30 from North 
Platte, Nebr., to Rock Springs, Wyo., in¬ 
clusive, and points within ten miles of the 
specified portion of said highway. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub E18). filed May 15. 
1974. Applicant: WARD TRANSPORT. 
INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo. Colo. 81002. 
Applicant’s representative: Marion 

Jones, Suite 1600, 1660 Lincoln Street. 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petro leum products , as described in 
Appendix Xm to report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates , 61 M.C.C. 
209, from Enid, Ponca City, Barnsdall, 
Bartlesville, Tulsa, Okmulgee, and Cush¬ 
ing, Okla., to points in Sioux, Dawes, Box 
Buttle, Morrill. Scottsbluff. Banner, 
Cheyenne, and Kimball Counties, Nebr. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of points in Colorado on or 
south of U.S. Highway 40 from the Colo¬ 
rado-Kansas State line to Denver, Colo., 
and on or south of U.S. Highway 6 from 
Denver. Colo., to the Colorado-Utah 
State line. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub E19). filed May 15, 
1974. Applicant: WARD TRANSPORT, 
INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 81002. 
Applicant’s representative: Marion 
Jones, Suite 1600, 1660 Lincoln Street, 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, other than 
crude oil in its natural state, from points 
in Texas located on or north of U.S. 
Highway 66, to points in Lawrence. 
Shannon, and Bennett Counties, South 
Dakota. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateways of Denver. Colo., 
and Cheyenne, Wyoming (Laramie 
County). 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-E20), filed May 
15, 1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT. INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant's representative: Marion 
Jones, Suite 1600, 1660 Lincoln Street, 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, as described in 
Appendix XIII to report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 
209, from points in Texas located on or 
north of U.S. Highway 66, to points in 
Nebraska. The purpose of this filing Is 
to eliminate the gateway of points in 
Colorado on or south of U.S. Highway 
40 from the Colorado-Kansas State line 
to Denver, Colo., and on or south of U.S. 


Highway 6 from Denver, Colo., to the 
Colorado-Utah State line. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-E21), filed May 
15. 1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 735. Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant's representative: Marion 
Jones, Suite 1600, 1660 Lincoln Street, 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, other than 
crude oil in its natural state from points 
in Texas located on or north of U.S. 
Highway 66, to points in Wyoming. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of Denver, Colo., and points in 
that part of Wyoming located on and 
south of U.S. Highway 30 and on and 
east of Wyoming Highway 789. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub E22). filed May 15, 
1974. Applicant: WARD TRANSPORT, 
INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo. Colo. 81002. 
Applicant’s representative: Marion 
Jones, Suite 1600, 1660 Lincoln Street, 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, from Okmul¬ 
gee, Okla., to points in that part of New 
Mexico on and north of U.S. Highway 
66 (except Quay County). The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of points in Colorado on or south of U.S. 
Highway 40 from the Colorado-Kansas 
State line to Denver, Colo., and on or 
south of U.S. Highway 6 from Denver. 
Colo., to the Colorado-Utah State line. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub E23), filed May 
15, 1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant’s representative: Marion 
Jones, Suite 1600, 1660 Lincoln Street. 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Petroleum products, other than 
crude oil in its natural state, from 
Artesia, Roswell, Prewett, and Bloom¬ 
field, New Mexico, to points in Wyoming. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
tire gateway of points in Colorado within 
10 miles of Denver, Colorado. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub E24). filed 
May 15.1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant’s representative: Marion 
Jones, Suite 1600, 1660 Lincoln Street, 
Denver, Colo., 80203. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular* routes, 
transporting: Petroleum products, other 
than crude oil in its natural state, 
from Salt Lake City, Utah, and points 
within ten miles of Salt Lake City, to 
points in Colorado (except Mesa. Delta, 
Montrose, San Mi quel, Ourey, Delores, 
San Juan, Montezuma, and La Plata 
Counties). The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of points in Car¬ 
bon and Laramie Counties, Wyoming. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. E25), filed 
May 15,1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo. Colo. 
81002. Applicant's representative: Marion 
Jones, Suite 1600. 1660 Lincoln St., 
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Denver, Colo., 80203. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Petroleum products, as de¬ 
scribed in Appendix xm to the re¬ 
port in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, other than 
crude oil in its natural state, from Salt 
Lake City, Utah, and points within ten 
miles of Salt Lake City, to points in Ne¬ 
braska on and east of U.S. Highway 183. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of points in that part of 
Wyoming on and west of a line beginning 
at the Colorado-Wyoming State line and 
extending along Wyoming Highway 789 
to junction U.S. Highway 30, thence along 
U.S. Highway 30 to Rawlins, Wyo., thence 
along U.S. Highway 287 to Lander, Wyo., 
thence along Wyoming Highway 789 to 
Shoshoni, Wyo., thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 020 to Greybull, Wyo., and thence 
along U.S. Highway 310 to the Wyoming- 
Montana State line, and points in 
Colorado. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. E26), filed 
May 15,1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant's representative: Marion 
Jones, Suite 1600, 1660 Lincoln St., 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Petroleum products, from 
Salt Lake City, Utah, and points within 
ten miles of Salt Lake City, to points in 
Nebraska on and west of U.S. Highway 
183. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of Cheyenne or Casper, 
Wyo. 

No. MC 113624 (Sub-No. E27), filed 
May 15,1974. Applicant: WARD TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 735, Pueblo, Colo. 
81002. Applicant's representative: Marion 
Jones, Suite 1600, 1660 Lincoln St., 
Denver, Colo. 80203. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Petroleum products, other 
than crude oil in its natural state, 
from Artesia, Roswell, Prewitt, and 
Bloomfield, N. Mex., to Lawrence, Shan¬ 
non, and Bennett Counties, S. Dak. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateways of points in Colorado other than 
Denver on and south of a line as follows: 
U.S. Highway 40 from the Kansas - 
Colorado State line to Denver, and 
thence U.S. Highway 6 from Denver to 
the Utah-Colorado State line, and Chey¬ 
enne. Wyo., Laramie County. 

No. MC 115826 (Sub-No. E3), (Cor¬ 
rection) , filed June 4, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register August 22, 1974. 
Applicant: W. J. DIGBY, INC., P.O. Box 
5088, Denver. Colo. 80217. Applicant’s 
representative: Charles J. KimbaU, 2310 
Colorado State Bank Bldg., Denver, Colo. 
80202. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Fresh and 
frozen meats, frozen and canned fish, 
eggs, butter, fruits, vegetables, and 
PMutry, from points within 100 miles of 
Lubbock, Tex., Including Lubbock, to 
Points In that part of Oregon on and west 


of a line beginning at the California- 
Oregon State line and along U.S. High¬ 
way 395 to junction U.S. Highway 26, 
thence along U.S. Highway 26 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 97, thence along U.S. 
Highway 97 to the Oregon-Washington 
State line, Ellensburg, Wash., and points 
in that part of Washington on and west 
of a line beginning at the Washington- 
Oregon State line and extending along 
U.S. Highway 97 to junction Interstate 
Highway 90, thence along Interstate 
Highway 90 to the intersection of the 
eastern boundary of King County, thence 
north along the eastern boundaries of 
King, Snohomish, Skagit, and Whatcom 
Counties to the U.S.-Canada Interna¬ 
tional Boundary line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Alturas, Calif. Hie purpose of this cor¬ 
rection is to include a point in the des¬ 
tination territory inadvertently omitted 
from the previous publication. 

No. MC 116073 (Sub El), filed June 4, 
1974. Applicant: BARRETT MOBILE 
HOME TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 
919, Moorhead, Minn. 56560. Applicant’s 
representative: David L. Wanner (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Used 
mobile trailer homes, in secondary move¬ 
ments, in truckaway service, (1) between 
points in Montana (except Carter and 
Powder River Counties), on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Iowa, Kansas, 
and those in Texas on and south of 
Interstate Highway 40 and on and east 
of a line beginning at the Texas-New 
Mexico State line and extending along 
Texas Highway 18 to junction Texas 
Highway 302, thence along Texas High¬ 
way 302 to junction U.S. Highway 285, 
thence along U.S. Highway 285 to junc¬ 
tion Texas Highway 17, thence along 
Texas Highway 17 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 67, thence along U.S. Highway 67 to 
the Rio Grande; (2) between points in 
Montana (except Carter, Powder River, 
and Big Horn Counties), on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Oklahoma 
and those in Nebraska on and east of a 
line beginning at the Nebraska-Kansas 
State line and extending along U.S. 
Highway 83 to junction Nebraska High¬ 
way 2, thence along Nebraska Highway 2 
to junction Nebraska Highway 91, thence 
along Nebraska Highway 91 to junction 
Nebraska Highway 7, thence along Ne¬ 
braska Highway 7 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 20, thence along U.S. Highway 20 
to junction U.S. Highway 183, thence 
along U.S. Highway 183 to the Nebraska- 
South Dakota State line; between points 
in Carter, Powder River, and Big Horn 
Counties, Mont., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Oklahoma east of 
U.S. Highway 81; (4) between points in 
Montana (except Carter County), on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Missouri; and (5) between points in 
Montana on, north, and west of a line 
beginning at the Montana-North Dakota 
State line and extending along U.S. 
Highway 12 to Junction U.S. Highway 
89, thence along U.S. Highway 89 to 


junction Interstate Highway 90, thence 
along Interstate Highway 90 to junction 
U.S. Highway 191, thence along U.S. 
Highway 191 to the Montana-Wyoming 
State line, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Nebraska. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of points in North Dakota. 

No. MC 116073 (Sub E6>, filed June 
4, 1974. Applicant: BARRETT MOBILE 
HOME TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 
919, Moorhead, Minn. 56560. Applicant’s 
representative: David L. Wanner (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Used 
mobile trailer homes, in secondary move¬ 
ments, in truckaway service, (1) between 
points in Montana, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Florida and Geor¬ 
gia: (2) between points in Arkansas and 
Louisiana; and (3) between points in 
Montana, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Birmingham, Ala., and points 
within 15 miles thereof. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateways of 
points in North Dakota, points in Arkan¬ 
sas, and Birmingham, Ala., and points 
within 15 miles thereof in (1), points in 
North Dakota in (2), and points in 
Arkansas in (3). 

No. MC 116073 (Sub E7), filed June 
4, 1974. Applicant: BARRETT MOBILE 
HOME TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 
919, Moorhead, Minn. 56560. Applicant’s 
representative: David L. Wanner (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: New and 
used mobile trailer homes, in secondary 
movements, in truckaway service, (1) be¬ 
tween points in North Dakota, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Florida, 
Georgia, and South Carolina; and (2) 
between points in North Dakota, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Birming¬ 
ham, Ala., and points within 15 miles 
thereof. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of points in Ar¬ 
kansas and Birmingham, Ala., and points 
in Arkansas in (2). 

No. MC 116273 (E104), filed May 20, 
1974. Applicant: D & L TRANSPORT, 
INC., 3800 South Laramie Avenue, Cic¬ 
ero, Ill. 60650. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: William R. La very (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Polyethlene 
and polyproplene pellets and poteders, in 
tank vehicles, from Whiting and East 
Chicago, Indiana, to points in that part 
of Michigan on, north, and west of a line 
beginning at Menominee, thence along 
Michigan Highway 35 to junction U.S. 
Highway 41, thence along U.S. Highway 
41 to the Michigan-Wisconsin State line, 
and to points in Wisconsin (except points 
in those parts of Kenosha and Racine 
Counties south of U.S. Highway 45). The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Lake Zurich, Illinois. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E105), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 3800 South Laramie Avenue, 
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Cicero, Ill. 60650. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: William R. La very (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
and petroleum products, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Whiting. Ind., to points in 
Minnesota and that part of Wisconsin 
on and west of a line beginning at Port 
Wing, thence along Wisconsin Highway 
13 to junction Wisconsin Highway 27. 
thence along Wisconsin Highway 27 to 
junction U.S. Highway 63, thence along 
U.S. Highway 63 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 10. thence along U.S. Highway 10 to 
junction UJ3. Highway 53, thence along 
U.S. Highway 53 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 31. thence along UJS. Highway 61 to 
junction Wisconsin Highway 81. thence 
along Wisconsin Highway 81 to the Wis- 
consin-Illinois State line, restricted 
against the transportation of liquid 
chemicals derived from petroleum or 
petroleum products (except liquefied pe¬ 
troleum gases, including anhydrous am¬ 
monia and petroleum aromatic com¬ 
pounds) as defined in The Maxwell Co., 
Extension-Addyston, 63 M.C.C. 677 . The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Dubuque. Iowa. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-El06), filed Mav 
22, 1974. Applicant : D & L TRANSPORT. 
INC., 3800 South Laramie Avenue, 
Cicero, Ill. 60650. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: William R. Lavery (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Dry plastics, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Milwaukee, 
Wis., to points in Minnesota, Missouri, 
Kansas. Arkansas, Nebraska, and that 
part of Iowa on and south of a line be¬ 
ginning at or near Burlington, thence 
along U.S. Highway 34 to junction U.S. 
Highway 218, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 218 to junction Iowa Highway 92, 
thence along Iowa Highway 92 to junc¬ 
tion Iowa Highway 163, thence along 
Iowa Highway 163 to junction Interstate 
Highway 80. thence along Interstate 
Highway 80 to the Iowa-Nebraska State 
line. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of the plant site of 
Marbon Chemical, Division of Borg- 
Warner Corporation, at or near Ottawa, 
Illinois. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E107), filed 
May 20, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero, HI. 60650. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William R. Lavery (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Pe¬ 
troleum and petroleum products (except 
liquefied petroleum gas and liquid chem¬ 
icals) as defined in The Maxwell Co., 
Extension-Addyston, 63 M.C.C . 677, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from East Chi¬ 
cago, Ind., to points in Minnesota and 
that part of Wisconsin on and west of a 
line beginning at Port Wing, thence 
along Wisconsin Highway 13 to junction 
Wisconsin Highway 27, thence along Wis¬ 
consin Highway 27 to junction U.S. 
Highway 10 to junction U.S. Highway 


53, thence along U.S. Highway 53 to 
junction U.S. Highway 61, thence along 
U.S. Highway 61 to junction Wisconsin 
Highway 81, thence along Wisconsin 
Highway 81 to the Wisconsin-Hlinois 
State line. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Dubuque, 
Iowa. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E108), filed 
May 22. 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero, HI. 60650. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Asphalt 
and asphalt products p in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Milwaukee, Wis., to points 
in Missouri, Indiana (except points in 
Lake. Porter, LaPorte, St. Joseph, and 
Elkhart Counties), Michigan (except 
points in Berrien and Cass Counties), 
and that part of Iowa on and south of 
a line beginning at Burlington, thence 
along U.S. Highway 34 to junction U.S. 
Highway 218, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 218 to junction Iowa Highway 92, 
thence along Iowa Highway 92 to junc¬ 
tion Iowa Highway 163, thence along 
Iowa Highway 163 to junction Interstate 
Highway 80, thence along Interstate 
Highway 80 to the Iowa-Nebraska State 
line. The purpose of this filing is to elim¬ 
inate the gateway of Joliet, HI. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E109), filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero, HI. 60650. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Anhydrous ammonia, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Milwaukee, Wis., to points 
in Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, South 
Dakota (except points in Butte, Law¬ 
rence. Pennington, Custer, and Pall 
River Counties), that part of Kentucky 
on and west of U.S. Highway 231, and 
that part of Iowa on, west, and south of 
a line beginning at Sioux City, thence 
along U.S. Highway 20 to junction U.S. 
Highway 71 to junction U.S. Highway 
30, thence along UB. Highway 30 to 
junction U.S. Highway 35, thence along 
U.S. Highway 35 to junction Iowa High¬ 
way 163, thence along Iowa Highway 
163 to junction Iowa Highway 92, thence 
along Iowa Highway 92 to the Iowa- 
Ill inois State line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of the 
site of the storage facilities of Sinclair 
Petrochemicals. Inc., at or near Peru, 
Ill. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E110), filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero, HI. 60650. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate els a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Anhy¬ 
drous ammonia and petroleum derived 
nitrogen solutions, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from Milwaukee, Wis., to points 
in Missouri, Ohio, Michigan (except 


points in Berrien County), that part of 
Indiana on, south, and east of a line 
beginning near Lake Village, thence 
along Indiana Highway 10 to junction 
U.S. Highway 421, thence along U.S. 
Highway 421 to Lake Michigan and that 
part of Iowa on and south of a line be¬ 
ginning near Council Bluffs, thence 
along Interstate Highway 80 to junction 
UJS. Highway 63, thence along U.S. 
Highway 63 to junction U.S. Highway 
34. thence along U.S. Highway 34 to the 
low a-Ill inois State line. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
the plantsite of Amoco Chemical Corpo¬ 
ration located approximately 6 miles 
southwest of Joliet, HI. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. Elll), filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT. INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero. HI. 60650. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Asphalt 
and asphalt products, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from the plantsite of American 
Oil Company located near Davenport, 
Iowa, to points in Indiana. Michigan, and 
Brown, Door, Kenosha, Kewaunee, and 
Racine Comities, Wis. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Joliet, HI. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. El 12), filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero, HI. 60650. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Asphalt 
and asphalt products , in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from the plant site of Ameri¬ 
can Oil Company located near Daven¬ 
port, Iowa, to points in that part of Wis¬ 
consin on, north, and east of a line be¬ 
ginning near Prescott, thence along U.S. 
Highway 10 to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 94. thence along Interstate Highway 
94 to junction Wisconsin Highway 131, 
thence along Wisconsin Highway 131 to 
junction Wisconsin Highway 71, thence 
along Wisconsin Highway 71 to junction 
Wisconsin Highway 80, thence along 
Wisconsin Highway 80 to junction UB. 
Highway 18. thence along U.S. Highway 
18 to junction Wisconsin Highway 39, 
thence along Wisconsin Highway 39 to 
junction Wisconsin Highway 23, thence 
along Wisconsin Highway 23 to junction 
Wisconsin Highway 11, thence along 
Wisconsin Highway 11 to junction Wis¬ 
consin Highway 78, thence along Wis¬ 
consin Highway 78 to the Wisconsin- 
Hlinois State line. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Rockfalls, HI. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E113). filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero, Ill. 60650. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Asphalt 
and road oils, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
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from the plant site of American Oil Com¬ 
pany located near Davenport, Iowa, to 
points in Brown, Door, Kenosha, Kewau¬ 
nee. and Racine Counties, Wis. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E114), filed 
May 22. 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT. INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero, HI. 60650. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William R. La very (same as 
above*. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Asphalt, 
asphalt products, road oils and residual 
oil , in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the 
plant site of American Oil Company 
located near Davenport, Iotfa, to points 
in Racine and Kenosha Counties, Wis.. 
restricted against the transportation of 
commodities requiring heater-coil tank 
vehicles. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Chicago. HI. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E116), filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC.. 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero, Ill. 60650. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Asphalt, 
asphalt, products, road oils and residual 
oils, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the 
plant site of American Oil Company 
located near Davenport, Iowa, to points 
in that part of Michigan south and west 
of a line beginning at Lake Michigan, 
thence along Michigan Highway 20 to 
junction TJ.S. Highway 31, thence along 
US. Highway 31 to junction Michigan 
Highway 46, thence along Michigan 
Highway 46 to Kent City, thence along 
unnumbered highw r ay to junction Michi¬ 
gan Highway 57, thence along Michigan 
Highway 57 to junction U.S. Highwray 23, 
thence along U.S. Highway 23 to the 
Michigan-Ohio State line. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Chicago, HI. 


No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E117), filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue. Cicero, HI. 60650. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Polyeth¬ 
ylene and polypropylene pellets and pow¬ 
ders. in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Mil¬ 
waukee, Wis., to points in Indiana, Ohio, 
Kentucky, Michigan, and that part of 
Missouri south of U.S. Highway 54. The 
Purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Lake Zurich, Ill. 


No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E118), flle< 
22. 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS 
port, inc.. 3800 South Laramie Avenue 
Cicero, HI. 60650. Applicant’s representa 
a R- Lavery (same as above) 

Authority sought to operate as a common 
or Tier, by motor vehicle, over irregu 
transporting: Petroleum de 
* fertilizer. In built. In tanl 

vehicles, from Rochelle. Ill., to points to 
Colorado, Wyoming, and that part o 


Nebraska on and west of Nebraska High¬ 
way 61. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Chicago, HI. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E119), filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT. INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero, HI. 60650. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular route, transporting: Anhydrous 
ammonia. in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Rochelle, HI., to points in Kansas, Ken¬ 
tucky, Missouri, Nebraska, and Ohio. The 
purpose of thb filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the site of the storage facili¬ 
ties of Sinclair Petrochemicals, Inc., lo¬ 
cated at or near Peru, HI. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E120), filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT. INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue. Cicero, Ill. 60650. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
fertilizer, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Rochelle, HI., to points in Kansas, Ne¬ 
braska, and that part of Missouri on and 
west of U.S. Highway 65. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
East Dubuque, Iowa. 

No. MC 116273 •Sub-No. E121), filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT. INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero. HI. 60650. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor veliicle. over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
fertilizer, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Rochelle, HI., to points in Kansas. Mis¬ 
souri, and Nebraska. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Niota, Hi. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-E122),* filed May 
22. 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANSPORT, 
INC., 3800 South Laramie Avenue, Cicero, 
HI. 6Q650. Applicant’s representative: 
William R. Lavery (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Liquid fertilizer, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Rochelle, 
Illinois, to points in Georgia. Kentucky, 
Ohio, Tennessee (except Kingsport), and 
that part of Missouri on and west of 
Missouri Highway 5. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Frankport, Illinois. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-El 23), filed 
May 22. 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicei*o, HI. 60650. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Phosphatic liquid fertilizer solutions , in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Rochelle, 
Hlinois, to points in Ohio. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Channahon, Hlinois. 


No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E124), filed 
May 22. 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero, HI. 60650. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Hydrogen 
gas, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Mid¬ 
dletown, Ohio, to points in Iowa, Ne¬ 
braska. Minnesota, South Dakota, and 
that part of Wisconsin on and west of a 
line beginning near Dunbarton, thence 
along Wisconsin Highway 23 to junction 
U.S. Highway 51, thence along U.S. High¬ 
way 51 to junction U.S. Highway 8, 
thence along U.S. Highway 8 to junction 
U.S. Highway 45, thence along U.S. 
Highway 45 to the Wisconsin-Michigan 
State line, restricted against the trans¬ 
portation of cryogenic liquids. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the gate¬ 
way of East Dubuque. Ill. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E126), filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero, HI. 60650. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Plastic 
pellets, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Marseilles, HI., to points in Wyoming and 
that part of South Dakota on and west 
of U.S. Highway 83. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
points in that part of Indiana located 
in the Chicago, HI., commercial zone. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E127), filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero, Ill. 60650. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
petrochemicals (except liquefied petro¬ 
leum gas and liquid fertilizer), in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Janesville, Wis.. to 
points in Colorado and Wyoming. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Chicago, HI. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. El28. filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero, HI. 60650. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals < except liquefied petroleum 
gas, liquid fertilizer and liquid fertilizer 
solutions, liquid oxygen, liquid hydrogen, 
and liquid nitrogen), in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Janesville, Wis., to points 
in Missouri. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Peru, HI. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E129). filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero. HI. 60650. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
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chemicals (except liquefied petroleum 
gas. liquid fertilizer, and cryogenic liq¬ 
uids). in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Janesville, Wis., to points in Kansas, Mis¬ 
souri. and South Dakota. The purpose of 
this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of East Dubuque. Ill. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E131), filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero, HI. 60650. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William R. La very (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Phthalic 
anhydride, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Janesville, Wis., to points in Kentucky. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Chicago, HL 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E132), filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue. Cicero, Ill. 60650. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William R. La very (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals (except liquefied petroleum 
gas, and liquid fertilizer), in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Janesville, Wis.. to points 
in Georgia, Kentucky, and Tennessee 
(except Kingsport). The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Frankfort, Ill. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. E133), filed 
May 22, 1974. Applicant: D & L TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., 3800 South Laramie Ave¬ 
nue, Cicero, Ill. 60650. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: William R. Lavery (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
chemicals (except petroleum products, 
liquefied petroleum gas, and liquid fertili¬ 
zers), in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Janesville, Wis., to points in Alabama, 
Arkansas Colorado, Georgia, Kansas, 
Kentucky Louisiana. Missouri, Missis¬ 
sippi, Oklahoma, West Virginia, Wyo¬ 
ming, and that part of Tennessee west of 
U.S. Highway 27. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of La¬ 
Salle, HI. 

No. MC 117119 (E175), filed June 5, 

1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., Elm Springs, 
Ark. 72728. Applicant’s representative: 
L. M. McLean (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Canned goods 
(except dairy products and commodities 
in bulk, in tank vehicles), in vehicles 
equipped with mechanical refrigeration, 
from New Orleans, Louisiana, to points 
in Montana, Idaho, Wyoming, and points 
in Salt Lake, Davis, Morgan, Weber, 
Cache, Utah, and Rice Counties, Utah. 
The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateways of Jackson, Tenn., 
and Springdale, Arkansas. 

No. MC 117119 (E176), filed June 5, 
1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS. INC.. Elm Springs, 
Ark. 72728. Applicant’s representative: 


L. M. McLean (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Foodstuffs, from 
points in Iowa to Jackson, Tennessee. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Blytheville, Arkansas. 

No. MC 117119 (E177), filed June 5. 
1974. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 

FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., Elm Springs, 
Ark. 72728. Applicant’s representative: 
L. M. McLean (same as above). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu¬ 
lar routes, transporting: Frozen foods, 
from Omaha. Nebraska, to points in 
Mesa. Pitkin, Lake. Park, Jefferson, Den¬ 
ver, Douglas, Teller, El Paso, Pueblo, 
Huerfano: Custer, Fremont, Costilla, 
Alamosa, Conejos, Archuleta, La Plata, 
Montezuma, Dolores, San Miguel, 
Montrose, Delta, San Juan, Ouray, 
Hinsdale, Mineral, Rio Grande, 
Saguache. Gunnison, and Chaffee Coun¬ 
ties, Colorado. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of St. 
Joseph, Missouri. 

No. MC 119689 (Sub-No. E4>, filed 
May 13, 1974. Applicant: PEERLESS 
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, 2700 
Smallman Street, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222. 
Applicant’s representative: William J. 
Lavelle, 2310 Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, 
Pa. 15219. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Processed cheese, raw cheese, pimentos, 
chemicals, and paper cartons, between 
points in Brooke, Cabell, Hancock, 
Jackson. Kanawha, Marshall, Mason, 
Mingo, Ohio, Pleasants, Putnam, Tyler, 
Wayne, Wetzel, and Wood Counties, 
W. Va., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Connecticut, Massachu¬ 
setts, Rhode Island, and New Jersey, and 
points in that part of New York on and 
east of a line beginning at the New York- 
Pennsylvania State line and extending 
along New York Highway 19 to junc¬ 
tion New York Highway 63, thence over 
New York Highway 63 to Batavia, thence 
over New York Highway 98 to the shore 
of Lake Ontario at or near Point Breeze, 
N.Y. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Curwensville, 
Pa. 

No. MC 119689 (E5), filed June 4. 1974. 
Applicant: PEERLESS TRANSPORT 
CORP., 275 Smallman Street, Pittsburgh, 
Penn. 15222. Applicant’s representative: 
William J. Lavelle, 2310 Grant Bldg., 
Pittsburgh, Penn. 15219. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Processed cheese, raw 
cheese, pimentos, chemicals, and paper 
cartons, between points in North Caro¬ 
lina on and east of a line beginning at 
the North Carolina-Virginia State line 
and extending along Interstate Highway 
85 to junction U.S. Highway 1 near Hen¬ 
derson, thence along U.S. Highway 1 to 
Raleigh, thence over U.S. Highway 70 to 
junction Interstate Highway 95, thence 
along Interstate Highway 95 to junction 
U.S. Highway 701, thence along U.S. 


Highway 701 to the North Carolina- 
South Carolina State line, on the one 
hand, and. on the other, points in Michi¬ 
gan, Minnesota, Wisconsin, points in 
Ohio on and north of a line beginning 
at the Ohio-Pennsylvania State line and 
extending along U.S. Highway 224 to 
junction Ohio Highway 18, thence along 
Ohio Highway 18 to junction Ohio High¬ 
way 199. thence along Ohio Highway 
199 to junction U.S. Highway 6, thence 
along U.S. Highway 6 to the Ohio-Indi- 
ana State line, points in Indiana on and 
north of a line beginning at the Indiana- 
Ohio State line and extending along U.S. 
Highway 6 to junction Interstate High¬ 
way 80, thence along Interstate Highway 
80 to the Indiana-Illinois State line, and 
points in Illinois on and north of Inter¬ 
state Highway 80. The purpose of this 
filing to to eliminate the gateway of 
Curwensville, Penn. 

No. MC 119689 (E6). filed June 4, 1974. 
Applicant: PEERLESS TRANSPORT 
CORP., 275 Smallman Street, Pittsburgh, 
Penn. 15222. Applicant’s representative: 
William J. Lavelle, 2310 Grant Bldg., 
Pittsburgh, Penn. 15219. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Processed cheese, raw 
cheese, pimentos, chemicals, and paper- 
cartons, between points in New Castle 
County, Del., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Brooke, Cabell. Han¬ 
cock, Jackson. Kanawha, Marshall, 
Mason, Ohio, Pleasants, Putnam, Tyler, 
Wetzel, Wirt, and Wood Counties, West 
Virginia, points in Ohio, and points in 
Kentucky on and west of a line begin¬ 
ning at the Kentucky-West Virginia 
State line and extending along U.S. 
Highway 60 to junction U.S. Highway 23, 
thence along U.S. Highway 23 to junc¬ 
tion Kentucky Highway 80, thence along 
Kentucky Highway 80 to junction US. 
Highway 421, thence along U.S. Highway 
421 to the Kentucky-Virginia State line. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Curwensville, Penn. 

No. MC 119689 (E7). filed June 4, 1974. 
Applicant: PEERLESS TRANSPORT 
CORP., 275 Smallman Street, Pittsburgh, 
Penn. 15222. Applicant’s representative: 
William J. Lavelle, 2310 Grant Bldg., 
Pittsburgh, Penn. 15219. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Processed cheese, raw 
cheese, pimentos, chemicals, and paper 
cartons, between points in Kent and New 
Castle Counties, Delaware, and Balti¬ 
more, Cecil, Harford, and Kent Counties, 
Maryland, on the one hand, and, on the 
other points in Illinois, Indiana. Mich¬ 
igan, Minnesota, those in Ohio on, 
north, and west of a line beginning 
at the Ohio-Pennsylvania State line 
and extending along Ohio Highway 
14A to junction Ohio Highway 173, 
thence over Ohio Highway 173 to 
junction U.S. Highway 62, thence over 
U.S. Highway 62 to Canton, thence 
along Ohio Highway 83 to Coshocton, 
thence along Ohio Highway 16 to Colum¬ 
bus, thence along Interstate Highway i 
to Cincinnati, and points in Kentucky oi 
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and west of a line beginning at the Ohio- 
Kentucky State line and extending along 
Interstate Highway 75 to Lexington, 
thence along U.S. Highway 27 to the 
Xennessee-Kentucky State line. The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Curwensville, Penn. 

No. MC 119689 (Sub-No. E8), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: PEERLESS 
TRANSPORT CORP., 275 Smallman 
Street, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222. Applicant's 
representative: William J. Lavelle, 2310 
Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular 
routes, transporting: Processed cheese , 
rate cheese, pimentos, chemicals , and 
paver cartons, between points in New 
Jersey on and north of New Jersey High¬ 
way 33 on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in West Virginia on and 
west of a line beginning at the West 
Virginia-Pennsylvania State line and ex¬ 
tending along U.S. Highway 119 to junc¬ 
tion West Virginia Highway 4, thence 
along West Virginia Highway 4 to 
Charleston, thence along U.S. Highway 
119 to the West Virginia-Kentucky State 
line. The purpose of this filing is to elimi¬ 
nate the gateway of Curwensville, Pa. 

No. MC 119689 <E9), filed June 4, 1974. 
Applicant: PEERLESS TRANSPORT 
CORP., 275 Smallman Street, Pittsburgh, 
Penn. 15222. Applicant's representative: 
William J. Lavelle, 2310 Grant Bldg., 
Pittsburgh, Penn. 15219. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Processed cheese , raw 
cheese, pimentos, chemicals, and paper 
cartons, between points in New York on, 
south and east of a line beginning at 
the New York-Vermont State line and 
extending along New York Highway 7 
to Junction New York Highway 17 near 
Binghamton, thence along New York- 
Pennsylvania State line near Waverly, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Ohio, Wisconsin, and those 
in West Virginia on and west of a line 
beginning at the West Virginia-Penn¬ 
sylvania State line extending along U.S. 
Highway 119 to junction U.S. Highway 
19. thence along U.S. Highway 19 to 
the West Virginia State line at Bluefleld. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateway of Curwensville, Penn. 

No. MC 119689 (E10), filed June 4, 
1974. Applicant: PEERLESS TRANS¬ 
PORT CORP., 275 Smallman Street, 
Pittsburgh, Penn. 15222. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: William J. Lavelle. 2310 
Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, Penn. 15219. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Processed cheese, 
raw cheese, pimentos, chemicals , and 
Paver cartons , between points in Vir¬ 
ginia on and east of a line beginning 
at the Virginia-Maryland State line and 
extending along Interstate Highway 495 
to junction Interstate Highway 95, 
thence along Interstate Highway 95 to 
Junction U.S. Highway 460, thence along 


U.S. Highway 460 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 13, thence along U.S. Highway 13 
to the Virginia-North Carolina State 
line on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Michigan, Minnesota, Wiscon¬ 
sin, those in Ohio on and north of a line 
beginning at the Ohio-Pennsylvania 
State line and extending along U.S. 
Highway 422 to junction U.S. Highway 
62, thence along U.S. Highway 62 to 
junction U.S. Highway 30, thence along 
U.S. Highway 30 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 30S, thence along U.S. Highway 30S 
to junction Interstate Highway 75, 
thence along Interstate Highway 75 to 
junction U.S. Highway 33, thence along 
U.S. Highway 33 to junction Ohio High¬ 
way 29, thence along Ohio Highway 29 
to the Ohio-Indiana State line, points in 
Indiana on and north of a line beginning 
at the Jndiana-Ohio State line and ex¬ 
tending along Indiana Highway 67 to 
junction Interstate Highway 69, thence 
along Interstate Highway 69 to junction 
Interstate Highway 465, thence along 
Interstate Highway 465 to junction U.S. 
Highway 40, thence along U.S. Highway 
40 to the Indiana-Illinois State line, and 
points in Illinois on and north of U.S. 
Highway 40. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Curwens¬ 
ville, Pennsylvania. 

No. MC 119689 (Sub-No. Ell), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: PEERLESS 
TRANSPORT CORP., 2700 Smallman 
SL, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15222. Applicant's 
representative: William J. Lavelle, 2310 
Grant Bldg.. Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Processed cheese, 
raw cheese, pimentos , chemicals, and 
paper cartons, between points in New 
York on and east of Interstate Highway 
81, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Wisconsin, and 
points in Ohio on, south, and west of a 
line beginning at the Ohio-Pennsylvania 
State line and extending along Ohio 
Highway 14 to, junction Ohio Highway 
173, thence along Ohio Highway 173 to 
junction U.S. Highway 62, thence along 
U.S. Highway 62 to Canton, thence along 
U.S. Highway 30 to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 30N, thence along U.S. Highway 30N 
to junction U.S. Highway 68, thence 
along U.S. Highway 68 to junction Ohio 
Highway 15, thence along Ohio Highway 
15 to junction Interstate Highway 75, 
thence along Interstate Highway 75 to 
the Ohio-Michigan State line. The pur¬ 
pose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of Curwensville, Pa. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-No. E67), (Cor¬ 
rection) , filed June 13, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register August 13, 1974. 
Applicant: DIAMOND TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION SYSTEM. INC., P.O. Box A, 
Racine. Wis. 53401. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Paul L. Martinson (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Tractors 
(except truck tractors, except farm 
tractors, and except commodities requir¬ 


ing the use of special equipment or spe¬ 
cial handling), from Detroit, Mich., to 
points in Oklahoma. Restriction: The 
operations authorized herein are limited 
to traffic destined to points in Oklahoma. 
The purpose of this filing is to eliminate 
the gateways of Racine, Wis., and Bur¬ 
lington. Iowa. The purpose of this cor¬ 
rection is to expand the exception. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-No. E71), (Cor¬ 
rection) , filed June 13, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register August 13, 1974. 
Applicant: DIAMOND TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION SYSTEM, INC., P.O. Box A, Ra¬ 
cine, Wis. 53401. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive: Paul L. Martinson (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Agricultural imple¬ 
ments and parts thereof when moving 
with shipments of agricultural imple¬ 
ments (except tractors, tractor parts, and 
tractor attachments), from Brillion, 
Wis., to points in North Carolina and 
South Carolina. Restriction: The opera¬ 
tions authorized herein are restricted to 
the transportation of traffic originating 
at Brillion. Wis. The purpose of this fil¬ 
ing is to eliminate the gateway of Ro¬ 
chelle, Ill. The purpose of this correction 
is to reflect restriction. 

No. MC 123048 (Sub-No. E96), (Cor¬ 
rection) , filed June 13, 1974, published in 
the Federal Register August 12, 1974. 
Applicant: DIAMOND TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION SYSTEM, INC., P.O. Box A, Ra¬ 
cine, Wis. 53401. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Paul L. Martinson (same as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Used agricultural 
machinery (except commodities the 
transportation of which because of size 
or weight require the use of special equip¬ 
ment or special handling), from points in 
Illinois on and east of U.S. Highway 51 
and on and north of Interstate Highway 
80 to points in Colorado on, south, and 
west of a line from the Colorado-Utah 
State line along U.S. Highway 50 to 
Montrose, thence along U.S. Highway 
550 to the Colorado-New Mexico State 
line, points in Idaho, New Mexico, Texas, 
Utah, and points in Wyoming on and 
south of U.S. Highway 287. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of the plant site of Helix Corporation 
at Crown Point, Ind. The purpose of this 
correction is to correct a typographical 
error in the route description. 

No. MC 123383 (Sub-No. El), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BOYLE 

BROTHERS, INC., 941 South 2nd St., 
Camden, N.J. 08103. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: John J. Boyle (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Composi¬ 
tion board, and materials and supplies 
used in the installation of composition 
board (except in bulk), as are building 
and roofing supplies and materials from 
the plant site of the Celotex Corporation 
at Deposit, N.Y., to points in Delaware, 
that part of Maryland on and east of a 
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line beginning at the Maryland-Penn- 
sylvania State line, thence along U.S. 
Highway 15 to Frederick, thence along 
U.S. Highway 340 to the Maryland-West 
Virginia State line, and that part of New 
Jersey on and south of New Jersey 
Highway 33. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of Philadelphia, 
Pa. 

No. MC 123383 (Sub-No. E3), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BOYLE 

BROS., INC., 941 South 2nd St., 
Camden, N.J. 08103. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: John J. Boyle (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Composi¬ 
tion board , except in bulk, from the 
plantsite of the Celotex Corporation at 
Deposit, N.Y., to points in Arkansas, 
Louisiana, and Illinois (except Chicago 
and points within 10 miles thereof). The 
purpose of this filing is to eliminate the 
gateway of the plantsite and facilities of 
the Celotex Corporation located at or 
near Philadelphia, Pa. 

No. MC 123383 (Sub-No. E7), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BOYLE BROS., 
INC.. 941 South 2nd St.. Camden, N.J. 
08103. Applicant’s representative: John 
J. Boyle (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Composition board, except 
in bulk, as is building, construction, heat¬ 
ing, and insulating materials and sup¬ 
plies, from Newark, N.J., and points in 
New Jersey and New York within 25 miles 
thereof to points in that part of Penn¬ 
sylvania on and west of a line beginning 
at Erie, thence along U.S. Highway 19 to 
junction Interstate Highway 80, thence 
along Interstate Highway 80 to the Penn- 
sylvania-Ohio State line, and that part of 
Ohio on and north of a line beginning 
at the Ohio-Pennsylvania State line, 
thence along Ohio Highway 14 to Salem, 
thence along Ohio Highway 173 to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 62, thence along U.S. 
Highway 62 to Canton, thence along U.S. 
Highway 30 to junction U.S. Highway 
30N, thence along U.S. Highway 30N to 
junction Ohio Highway 4, thence along 
Ohio Highway 4 to Springfield, thence 
along Ohio Highway 72 to Hillsboro, 
thence along Ohio Highway 247 to 
Wrightsville. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of the plantsite 
of the Celotex Corporation at Deposit, 
N.Y. 

No. MC 123383 (Sub-No. E8) t filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BOYLE BROS., 
INC.. 941 South 2nd St., Camden, N.J, 
08103. Applicant’s representative: John 
J. Boyle (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Building materials (ex¬ 
cept structural steel, and iron and steel 
products or commodities in bulk), be¬ 
tween points in that part of Pennsyl¬ 
vania south of a line beginning at the 
Pennsylvania-New Jersey State line, 
thence along U.S. Highway 22 to 


Lemoyne, thence along U.S. Highway 
11 to the Pennsylvania-Maryland State 
line, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Massachusetts and Rhode 
Island. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Harrison, N.J. 

No. MC 123383 (Sub-No. E9), filed 
June 4. 1974. Applicant: BOYLE BROS., 
INC., 941 South 2nd St., Camden, N.J. 
08103. Applicant’s representative: John 
J. Boyle (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Such commodities as are 
dealt in by wholesale and retail hard¬ 
ware stores when moving from, to, or 
between the warehouse, retail stores, or 
any other facilities of producers or dis¬ 
tributors of such commodities, excluding 
iron and steel products or commodities 
in bulk, from points in that part of New 
Jersey south of Interstate Highway 80 
east of U.S. Highway 206, and north of 
New Jersey Highway 33, to points in that 
part of New York north of U.S. High¬ 
way 7. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Roseland, N.J. 

No. MC 123383 (Sub-No. Ell), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BOYLE BROS., 
INC., 941 South 2nd St., Camden, N.J. 
08103. Applicant's representative: John 
J. Boyle (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Such commodities , as are 
dealt in by wholesale and retail hard¬ 
ware stores, when moving from, to, or 
between the warehouses, retail stores, 
or any other facilities of producers or 
distributors of such commodities, ex¬ 
cluding iron and steel products or com¬ 
modities in bulk, from points in that 
part of Connecticut on and west of the 
Connecticut River and south of Con¬ 
necticut Highway 4, and that part of 
New Jersey within 25 miles of Newark, 
N.J., to points in that part of Pennsyl¬ 
vania on and west of a line beginning at 
the Pennsylvania-New York State line, 
thence along U.S. Highway 220 to 
Towanda, thence along U.S. Highway 6 
to Tunkhannock, thence along Pennsyl¬ 
vania Highway 309 to Wilkes-Barre, 
thence along Pennsylvania Highway 115 
to junction Pennsylvania Turnpike, 
thence along the Pennsylvania Turn¬ 
pike to junction Interstate Highway 276, 
thence along Interstate Highway 276 to 
the Pennsylvania-New Jersey State 
line. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Roseland, N.J. 

No. MC 123383 (Sub-No. E13), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BOYLE BROS., 
INC.. 941 South 2nd St., Camden, N.J. 
08103. Applicant’s representative: John 
J. Boyle (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Such commodities as are 
dealt in by wholesale and retail hard¬ 
ware stores when moving from, to, or 
between the warehouses, retail stores, or 
any other facilities of producers or dis¬ 
tributors of such commodities, exclud¬ 
ing iron and steel products or commodi¬ 


ties in bulk, from points in Pennsylvania 
south and east of a line beginning at the 
Pennsylvania-New Jersey State line, 
thence along Interstate Highway 80 to 
junction U.S. Highway 11, thence along 
U.S. Highway 11 to the Pennsylvania- 
Maryland State line, to points in that 
part of New York on and east of a line 
beginning at the New York-New Jersey 
State line, thence along U.S. Highway 
9W to Highland, thence along U.S. 
Highway 44 to the New York-Connecti- 
cut State line. The purpose of this filing 
is to eliminate the gateway of Roseland 
N.J. 

No. MC 123383 (Sub-No. E14), filed 
June 4, 1974. Applicant: BOYLE BROS., 
INC., 941 South 2nd St., Camden, N.J. 
08103. Applicant’s representative: John 
J. Boyle (same as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Such commodities, as are 
dealt in by wholesale and retail hard¬ 
ware stores when moving from, to, or 
between the warehouses, retail stores, or 
any other facilities of producers or dis¬ 
tributors, of such commodities, exclud¬ 
ing iron and steel products or commodi¬ 
ties in bulk, from points in that part of 
Pennsylvania south and east of a line 
beginning at the Pennsylvania-New 
Jersey State line, thence along Inter¬ 
state Highway 80, to junction U.S. High¬ 
way 11, thence along U.S. Highway 11 to 
the Pennsylvania-Maryland State line, 
to points in Connecticut. The purpose 
of this filing is to eliminate the gateway 
of Roseland, N.J. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub E171), filed 
July 18, 1974. Applicant: SAWYER 

TRANSPORT, INC., South Haven 
Square. Valparaiso, Indiana 46383. Ap¬ 
plicant's representative: Robert W. Saw¬ 
yer (Same as above). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Precase concrete structures used as 
a building material from Dubuque and 
Clinton, Iowa, to points in Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, 
Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia, the District of Columbia, th^t part 
of Kentucky in and east of Jefferson, 
Bullitt, Nelson, Larue, Green, Metcalfe, 
and Monroe Counties, and that part of 
Tennessee in and east of Maron, Smith, 
DeKalb, Cannon, Coffee, and Franklin 
Counties. The purpose of this filing is to 
eliminate the gateway of Warren, Illi¬ 
nois, and Hammond, Indiana. 

No. MC 123407 (Sub E172), filed July 
18, 1974. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS¬ 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, Val¬ 
paraiso, Indiana 46383. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Robert W. Sawyer (Same 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Pre¬ 
cast concrete structures used as a build¬ 
ing material from points in Jo Daviess, 
Stephenson, and Carroll Counties, HL 
to points in Maine. New Hampshire, 
Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
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Connecticut. New York. Delaware. Mary¬ 
land Virginia, West Virginia, the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, and that part of Ken¬ 
tucky in and east of Hancock, Breckin¬ 
ridge, Grayson, Butler, and Logan Coun¬ 
ties, and points in that part of Tennessee 
in and east of Robertson, Cheatham, 
Williamson, Maury, Lewis, Wayne, and 
Hardin Counties. The purpose of this 
filing is to eliminate the gateway of 
Warren, Illinois, and Hammond, In¬ 
diana. 

No. MC 124673 (Sub-No. E7), filed 
September 29, 1974, Applicant: FEED 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 2167, Am¬ 
arillo, Tex. 79105. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: Thomas F. Sedberry, Suite 1102, 
Perry-Brook Bldg., Austin, Tex. 78701. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
vion carrier , by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Livestock 
feeds (except cottonseed products, be¬ 
tween points in Kansas on and west of 
U.S. Highway 81. on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in that part of Texas 
west and north of a line beginning at the 
Oklahoma-Texas State line and extend¬ 
ing along U.S. Highway 283 to junction 
US. Highway 380, thence along U.S. 
Highway 380 to the Texas-New Mexico 
State line. The purpose of this filing is 
to eliminate the gateway of points in 
that part of Texas north of the southern 
boundaries of Deaf Smith, Randall, Arm¬ 
strong, Donley, and Collingsworth Coun¬ 
ties, Tex. 

By the Commission. 

(seal! Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

IFR Doc.74-24482 Filed 10-18-74;8:45 am] 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION FOR 
RELIEF 

October 16,1974. 

An application, as summarized below, 
has been filed requesting relief from the 
requirements of section 4 of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act to permit common 
carriers named or described in the ap¬ 
plication to maintain higher rates and 
charges at intermediate points than 
those sought to be established at more 
distant points. 

Protests to the granting of an appli¬ 
cation must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 40 of the general rules of prac¬ 
tice (49 CFR 1100.40) and filed on or be¬ 
fore November 5,1974. 

FSA No. 42887— Joint Water-Rail 
Container Rates—Seatrain Internation¬ 
al, S.A. Filed by Seatrain International, 
S.A., (No. 12), for itself and interested 
rail carriers. Rates on general commod¬ 
ities, betwen rail terminals on the U.S. 
Pacific, Gulf, and Atlantic Coasts, and 
Ports in the United Kingdom, Conti¬ 
nental Europe, Japan, and Korea. 

Grounds for relief—Water compe¬ 
tition. 

By the Commission. 

(seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc.74-24483 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 ami 


l Notice No. 142] 

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 

October 15, 1974. 

The following are notices of filing of 
application, except as otherwise specifi¬ 
cally noted, each applicant states that 
there will be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment re¬ 
sulting from approval of its application, 
for temporary authority under section 
210a (a) of the Interstate Commerce Act 
provided for under the new rules of Ex 
Parte No. MC 67, (49 CFR 1131) pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register, issue of 
April 27, 1965, effective July 1, 1965. 
These rules provide that protests to the 
granting of an application must be filed 
with the field official named in the Fed¬ 
eral Register publication, within 15 cal¬ 
endar days after the date of notice of 
the filing of the application is published 
in the Federal Register. One copy of 
such protests must be served on the ap¬ 
plicant, or its authorized representative, 
if any, and the protests must certify that 
such service has been made. The protests 
must be specific as to the service which 
such protestant can and will offer, and 
must consist of a signed original and six 
(6) copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, and 
can be examined at the Office of the Sec¬ 
retary, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in field 
office to which protests are to be trans¬ 
mitted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 22229 (Sub-No. 92TA), filed 
October 4, 1974. Applicant: TERMINAL 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, INC., 248 
Chester Avenue SE., Atlanta, Ga, 30316. 
Applicant’s representative: Ralph B. 
Matthews (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Containers, sheet 
steel or plastic, and ammunition boxes , 
from Homerville, Ga., to points in Ten¬ 
nessee, Kentucky, Missouri, Illinois, Indi¬ 
ana, Wisconsin, Ohio, and Michigan, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: Standard 
Container Company, P.O. Box 58, Griffin, 
Ga. 30223. Send protests to: William L. 
Scroggs, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations, 1252 West Peachtree St. NW., 
Room 546, Atlanta, Ga. 30309. 

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 520TA), filed 
September 30, 1974. Applicant: KROB- 
LIN REFRIGERATED XPRESS, INC., 
2125 Commercial Street, P.O. Box 5000, 
Box zip 50704, Waterloo, Iowa 50702. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: Paul Rhodes 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats, meat products, 
meat byproducts, and articles distributed 
by meat packinghouses , as described in 
Sections A and C of Appendix I to the re¬ 
port in Description in Motor Carrier Cer¬ 
tificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides and commodities in bulk), from the 
plantsite and/or storage facilities utilized 
by Iowa Beef Processors, Inc., at or near 
Amarillo, Tex., to points in Connecticut, 


Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa. Maine, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Nebraska, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South 
Carolina, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia, Wisconsin, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia, restricted to traffic originating at 
and destined to named points, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Iowa Beef 
Processors, Inc., P.O. Box 515, Dakota 
City, Nebr. 68731. Send protests to: Her¬ 
bert W. Allen, District Supervisor, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, 875 Federal Building, Des 
Moines, Iowa 50309. 

No. MC 30887 (Sub-No. 210TA), filed 
October 3, 1974. Applicant: SHIPLEY 
TRANSFER, INC., 1550 E. Patapsco Ave¬ 
nue, Baltimore, Md. 21225. Applicant’s 
representative: William B. Eckels (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Liquid natural latex, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Baltimore, Md., to 
Birmingham, Ala., for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Lee Cisneros, Dir. of 
Corporate Transportation, Firestone 
Synthetic Rubber & Latex, Div. of The 
Firestone Tire & Rubber Company. 1200 
Firestone Parkway, Akron, Ohio 44301. 
Send protests to: District Supervisor 
William L. Hughes, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 814- 
B Federal Building, Baltimore, Md. 
21201. 

No. MC 52460 (Sub-No. 158TA), filed 
October 3, 1974. Applicant: ELLEX 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 1420 West 
35th Street, Tulsa, Okla. 74107. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Steve B. McCom- 
mas (same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats, meat products and 
meat by-products, and articles distrib¬ 
uted by meat packinghouses, as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates , 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except hides and commodities in 
bulk), from the plant site and/or stor¬ 
age facilities utilized by Iowa Beef 
Processors, Inc., at or near Amarillo, 
Tex., to points in Alabama, Arkansas, 
Florida, Georgia, Kansas, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, North Carolina, Missouri, 
Oklahoma. South Carolina, and Tennes¬ 
see, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Iowa Beef Processors, Inc., H. L. Denni¬ 
son, GTM, P.O. Box 515, Dakota City, 
Nebr. 68731. Send protests to: C. L. 
Phillips, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Bureau of Op¬ 
erations, 'Rm. 240, Old P.O. Bldg., 215 
NW. Third, Oklahoma City, Okla. 73102. 

No. MC 53965 (Sub-No. 105 TA), filed 
October 4, 1974. Applicant: GRAVES 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 2130 South Ohio, 
Salina, Kans. 67401. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: John E. Jandera, 641 Harri¬ 
son Street, Topeka, Kans. 66603. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod¬ 
ucts and meat by-products, and articles 
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distributed by meat packinghouses , as 
described in Sections A and C of Appen¬ 
dix I to the report in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates , 61 M.C.C. 
209 and 766 (except hides and commodi¬ 
ties in bulk), from the plant site and/or 
storage facilities utilized by Iowa Beef 
Processors, Inc., at or near Amarillo, 
Tex., to points in Arkansas, Colorado, Il¬ 
linois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Minnesota, Missouri, Mon¬ 
tana, Nebraska. New Mexico, North Da¬ 
kota. South Dakota. Tennessee, Texas, 
Wisconsin, and Wyoming, restricted to 
traffic originating at and destined to 
named points, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Iowa Beef Processors, Inc., 
P.O. Box 515, Dakota City. Nebr. 68731. 
Send protests to: Thomas P. O'Hara, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions, 234 Federal Building, Topeka, 
Kans. 66603. 

No. MC 75816 (Sub-No. 3TA), filed 
October 2, 1974. Applicant: STONY'S 
TRUCKING CO., a Corporation. 11550 
Youngstown-Akron Road, North Jack- 
sen, Ohio 44451. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: A. Charles Tell, 100 East Broad 
Street, Columbus. Ohio 43215. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Sewage treatment plants , 
from the shipping facilities of Topco 
Company, a Division of Sterling-Salem 
Oorp„ at Salem, Ohio, to points in 
Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana, Michigan, Missouri, 
New York, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and 
West Virginia, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Topco Company, Division. Ster- 
ling-Salem Corporation, P.O. Box 507, 
Salem, Ohio 44460. Send protests to: 
James Johnson, District Supervisor, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations, 181 Federal Office Build¬ 
ing, 1240 East Ninth Street, Cleveland, 
Ohio 44199. 

No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 913TA), filed 
October 4, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES, INC., 1940 Monroe 
Drive, P.O. Box 1636, Atlanta, Ga. 30301. 
Applicant'8 representative: Jerome F. 
Marks (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod¬ 
ucts and meat by-products, and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses, as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except hides and commodities In 
bulk), from the plantsite and/or storage 
facilities utilized by Iowa Beef Proces¬ 
sors, Inc., at or near Amarillo, Tex., to 
points in Arizona, Arkansas, California, 
Colorado, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas. Ken¬ 
tucky, Louisiana, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, North 
Dakota, Nevada, Ohio, South Dakota, 
Texas, and Wisconsin, restricted to traffic 
originating at and destined to named 
points, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Iowa Beef Processors, Inc., P.O. Box 515, 
Dakota City, Nebr. 68731. Send protests 


to: William L. Scroggs, District Super¬ 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 1252 W. Peachtree 
St NW., Room 546, Atlanta, Ga. 30309. 

No. MC 95540 (Sub-No. 914 TA), filed 
October 4, 1974. Applicant: WATKINS 
MOTOR LINES. INC., 1940 Monroe 
Drive. P.O. Box 1636, Atlanta, Ga. 30301. 
Applicant's representative: Jerome F. 
Marks (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod¬ 
ucts and meat by-products and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses, as 
described in Sections A. B, and C of 
Appendix I to the report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 
209 and 766 (except commodities in bulk 
and hides), from the facilities of Amer¬ 
ican Refrigerated Warehousing. Co., 
Sioux Falls, S. Dak., to points in Georgia, 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Amer¬ 
ican Refrigerated Warehousing Com¬ 
pany, 2300 East Rice Street, Sioux Falls, 
S. Dak. Send protests to: William L. 
Scroggs, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations. 1252 West Peachtree Street NW., 
Room 546, Atlanta, Ga. 30309. 

No. MC 103798 (Sub-No. 9 TA). filed 
October 7, 1974, Applicant: MARTEN 
TRANSPORT. LTD., Route 3. Mondovi, 
Wis. 54755. Applicant’s representative: 
Stanley C. Olsen, Jr., 1000 First National 
Bank Bldg., Minneapolis, Minn. 55402. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Digest of 
meat, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Waterloo, Columbus Junction, and 
Mason City, Iowa and St. Paul, Minn., 
to Vernon, Calif., for 150 days. Support¬ 
ing shipper: Daylin Laboratories, Inc., 
2800 Jewel Avenue, Los Angeles, Calif. 
90058. Send protests to: Raymond T. 
Jones, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations, Room 414 Federal Building and 
U.S. Courthouse, 110 South 4th Street. 
Minneapolis, Minn. 55401. 

No. MC 103937 (Sub-No. 5 TA). filed 
September 30, 1974. Applicant: AN- 
THRA-TRANS, INC., RD. No. 3, Mos¬ 
cow, Pa. 18444. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Kenneth R. Davis, 999 Union 
Street, Taylor, Pa. 18517. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Coal, from points in Lu¬ 
zerne County, Pa. (except those points 
within 20 miles of Scranton, Lackawanna 
County, Pa.), to New York, N.Y. and 
Jersey City, N.J., for 180 days. Support¬ 
ing shippers: Charles V. Finch & Sons, 
451 Communipaw Avenue, Jersey City, 
N.J. 07304; Gassman Coal & Oil Co., 
Brown Place and East 132d Street, 
Bronx, N.Y. 10454: and Premium Coal 
& Oil Co., Inc., 200 Morgan Avenue, 
Brooklyn, N.Y. 11237. Send protests to: 
Paul J. Kenworthy, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations. 314 U.S. Post Office 
Building, Scranton, Pa. 18503. 


No. MC 104430 (Sub-No. 42 TA), filed 
September 27. 1974. Applicant: CAPI¬ 
TAL TRANSPORT COMPANY, INC., 
P.O. Box 408, Highway 24 West, Mc- 
Comb, Miss. 39648. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Donald B. Morrison, 717 De¬ 
posit Guaranty Bank Bldg., P.O. Box 
22628. Jackson, Miss. 39205. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Blackstrap molasses, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from New Orleans, 
La., to points in Mississippi, for 180 days! 
Supporting shipper: Pacific Molasses 
Company, One California Street, San 
Francisco, Calif. 94111. Send protests to: 
Alan C. Tarrant, District Supervisor, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations, Room 212, 145 East Amite 
Building. Jackson, Miss. 39201, 

No. MC 105813 (Sub-No. 198 TA). filed 
October 3. 1974. Applicant: BELFORD 
TRUCKING CO., INC., 3500 Northwest 
79th Avenue. Miami, Fla. 33148. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Arnold L. Burke. 
127 North Dearborn Street. Chicago, HI. 
60602. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier ; by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Food¬ 
stuffs , from S. Hackensack, N.J., to 
points in Florida, Georgia, North Caro¬ 
lina, South Carolina, and Virginia, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: Buitoni 
Foods Corporation, 450 Huyler Street, S. 
Hackensack, N.J. 07606. Send protests 
to: District Supervisor Joseph B. Tei- 
chert. Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations. Palm Coast II 
Building, Suite 208, 5255 Northwest 87th 
Avenue, Miami, Fla. 33166. 

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 959 TA), filed 
October 1. 1974. Applicant: REFRIGER¬ 
ATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., P.O. 
Box 308, Forest Park, Ga. 30050. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Alain E. Serby, 
3379 Peachtree Road Northeast, Suite 
375, Atlanta, Ga. 30326. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Frozen foods, from the plantsites 
and storage facilities utilized by Ore- 
Ida Foods, Inc., at Ontario, Oreg. and 
Burley, Boise, Nampa, Buckingham, and 
Weiser, Idaho, to points in Florida, Ala¬ 
bama, Tennessee, Mississippi, Georgia, 
Louisiana, North Carolina, South Caro¬ 
lina, Virginia, and West Virginia for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Ore-Ida, Inc.. 
P.O. Box 10. Boise, Idaho 83707. Send 
protests to: William L. Scroggs, District 
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, 1252 West 
Peachtree St. Northwest, Room 546, At¬ 
lanta, Ga. 30309. 

No. MC 108207 (Sub-No. 410 TA), filed 
September 30, 1974. Applicant: FROZEN 
FOOD EXPRESS, INC., 318 Cadiz Street. 
P.O. Box 5888, Dallas, Tex. 75222. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: J. B. Ham 
(same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Chemical reagents used in 
analyzing human blood, (1) from Hous¬ 
ton, Tex. and Los Angeles, Calif., to 
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points in Minnesota, Wisconsin, Michi¬ 
gan, Illinois, Ohio, Indiana, South 
Dakota, Iowa, Kansas, Nebraska, Okla¬ 
homa Arkansas, Missouri, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, Texas, New Mexico, Arizona, 
California, and Memphis, Tenn. and 
Louisville, Ky.; and (2) from Chicago, 
HI., to points in Missouri, Kansas, Okla¬ 
homa, Arkansas, Mississippi, Louisiana, 
Texas. New Mexico, Arizona, California, 
and Memphis, Tenn., for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Hycel, Inc., 7920 West- 
park, Houston, Tex. 77042. Send pro¬ 
tests to: District Supervisor Gerald T. 
Holland, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Bureau of Operations. 1100 Com¬ 
merce Street, Room 13C12, Dallas, Tex. 
75202. 

No. MC 110567 (Sub-No. 7 TA), hied 
October 3, 1974. Applicant: SOONER 
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, Third 
and Keosauqua Way, Des Moines, Iowa 
50309. Applicant's representative: 
E. Check (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Quick Lime, in 
bulk, from Marble City, Okla., to 
Indianapolis, Ind., for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: St. Clair Lime Com¬ 
pany. S. P. Dunlap, General Manager, 
Box 569, Sallisaw, Okla. 74955. Send pro¬ 
tests to: C. L. Phillips, District Super¬ 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, Room 240-Old 
P.O. Building. 215 Northwest Third, 
Oklahoma City, Okla. 73102. 

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 468TA), filed 
October 2, 1974. Applicant: PUROLA- 
TOR COURIER CORP., 2 Nevada Drive, 
Lake Success, N.Y. 11040. Applicant's 
representative: John M. Delany (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Radiopharmaceuticals, radio¬ 
active drugs and medical isotopes, re¬ 
stricted against the transportation of 
packages or articles weighing in the 
aggregate more than 100 pounds from 
one consignor to one consignee on any 
one day, between Arlington Heights, HI., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Michigan: and (2) Exposed and 
processed film and prints, complimen¬ 
tary replacement film, incidental dealer 
handling supplies, and advertising mate¬ 
rial moving therewith (excluding motion 
picture film used primarily for commer¬ 
cial theatre and television exhibition), 
between Peoria, Ill., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Anderson, Blooming¬ 
ton, Columbus, Crawfordsville, Evans¬ 
ville, Fort Wayne, Gary, Hammond, 
Indianapolis, Jasper, Kokomo, Lafayette, 
Logansport, Marion, Muncie, Peru, 
Spencer, Terre Haute, Valparaiso, and 
Wabash, Ind., for 180 days. Supporting 
shippers: (1) Amersham Searle, 2636 
South Clearbrook Drive, Arlington 
Heights, Ill. and (2) Tri-Color Corp., 116 
West Bird Boulevard, Peoria, HI. Send 
Protests to: Anthony D. Giaimo, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 26 Fed¬ 
eral Plaza, New York, N.Y. 10007. 


No. MC 112520 (Sub-No. 291 TA), filed 
October 4, 1974. Applicant: MCKENZIE 
TANK LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1200, Tal¬ 
lahassee, Fla. 32302. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Sol H. Proctor, 1107 Black- 
stone Bldg., Jacksonville, Fla. 32202. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting : Rosin oil, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Jacksonville, Fla., to 
Oklahoma City, Okla., for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Glidden-Durkee, Divi¬ 
sion of SCM Corporation, P.O. Box 389, 
Jacksonville, Fla. 32201. Send protests 
to: District Supervisor G. H. Fauss, Jr., 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, Box 35008, 400 West 
Bay Street, Jacksonville, Fla. 32202. 

No. MC 112822 (Sub-No. 352 TA), filed 
October 2,1974. Applicant: BRAY LINES 
INCORPORATED, P.O. Box 1191, 1401 
N. Little Street, Cushing, Okla. 74023. 
Applicant’s representative: William W. 
Frick (same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats, meat products and 
meat by-products, and articles distri¬ 
buted by meat packinghouses, as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except hides and commodities in 
bulk), from the plant site and/or stor¬ 
age facilities utilized by Iowa Beef Proc¬ 
essors, Inc., at or near Amarillo, Tex., 
to points in Arizona, Arkansas, Califor¬ 
nia, Colorado, Hlinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Michigan. 
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, New 
Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, Ohio, 
South Dakota, Texas, and Wisconsin, 
restricted to traffic originating at and 
destined to named points, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Iowa Beef Proc¬ 
essors. Inc., P.O. Box 515, Dakota City, 
Nebr. 68731. Send protests to: C. L. Phil¬ 
lips, District Supervisor, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions, Room 240-Old P.O. Bldg., 215 
Northwest Third, Oklahoma City, Okla. 
73102. 

No. MC 113362 (Sub-No. 281 TA), filed 
September 30, 1974. Applicant: ELLS¬ 
WORTH FREIGHT LINES. INC., 310 
East Broadway, Eagle Grove, Iowa 50533. 
Applicant’s representative: Milton D. 
Adams, Box 562, Austin, Minn. 55912. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products, meat byproducts, and ar¬ 
ticles distributed by meat packinghouses, 
as described in Sections A and C of Ap¬ 
pendix I to the report in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 
and 766 (except hides and commodities 
in bulk), from the plantsite and/or stor¬ 
age facilities utilized by Iowa Beef Proc¬ 
essors, Inc. at or near Amarillo, Tex., to 
points in Colorado, Connecticut, Dela¬ 
ware, Hlinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Mich¬ 
igan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, 
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, 
North Dakota, Ohio. Pennsylvania, 


Rhode Island, South Dakota, Vermont, 
Virginia, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and 
the District of Columbia, restricted to 
traffic originating at and destined to 
named points, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Iowa Beef Processors, Inc., P.O. 
Box 515, Dakota City, Nebr. 68731. Send 
protests to: Herbert W. Allen, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 875 Fed¬ 
eral Building, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. 

No. MC 114045 (Sub-No. 404 TA), filed 
October 1, 1974. Applicant: TRANS¬ 
COLD EXPRESS. INC.. P.O. Box 5842. 
Dallas, Tex. 75222. Applicant’s represen¬ 
tative: J. B. Stuart (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products and meat by-products, 
and articles distributed by meat pack¬ 
inghouses, as described in Sections A and 
C of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the plant 
site and/or storage facilities utilized by 
Iowa Beef Processors, Inc., at or near 
Amarillo, Tex., to points in Arizona, 
California, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, 
Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah, 
Washington, and Wyoming, restricted 
to traffic originating at and destined to 
named points, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Iowa Beef Processors. Inc., P.O. 
Box 515, Dakota City, Nebr. 68731. Send 
protests to: District Supervisor Gerald T. 
Holland, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Bureau of Operations, 1100 Com¬ 
merce Street. Room 13C12, Dallas, Tex. 
75202. 

No. MC 114091 (Sub-No. 88 TA). filed 
October 1, 1974. Applicant: HUFF 

TRANSPORT CO., INC., 3500 Bell's 
Lane, Louisville, Ky. 40211. Applicant's 
representative: C. L. Huff (same address 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Petro¬ 
leum crude oil, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from points in Pickett, Fentress, Cum¬ 
berland, Grundy, Scott, and Morgan 
Counties, Tenn., to Ashland Pipeline 
Company’s facilities at or near Ravenna 
in Estill County; Falcon in Magoffin 
County; Lebanon Junction in Bullitt 
County; and Beattyville in Lee County, 
Ky., for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Emil M. Sturzenegger, Traffic Manager, 
Ashland, Oil, Inc., P.O. Box 391, Ashland, 
Ky. 41101. Send protests to: Wayne L. 
Merilatt, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations, 426 Post Office Building, Louis¬ 
ville, Ky. 40202. 

No. MC 116073 (Sub-No. 309 TA), filed 
October 1, 1974. Applicant: BARRETT 
MOBILE HOME TRANSPORT, INC., 
1825 Main Avenue, Moorhead, Minn. 
56560. Applicant's representative: Rob¬ 
ert G. Tessar (same address as appli¬ 
cant) . Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Travel 
trailers, in initial movements, (a) from 
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the plantsite of Me-Too Leisure Prod¬ 
ucts at or near Riverside, Calif., to points 
in Utah, Idaho and New Mexico; (b) 
from the plantsite of Prowler Industries 
and Terry Industries at or near Rialto, 
Calif., to points in Utah. New Mexico, 
and Colorado; and (c) from the plantsite 
of Nomad Industries at or near Hemet, 
Calif., to points in Utah and New Mexico, 
for 180 days. Supporting shippers: Me- 
Too Leisure Products, Inc., 4850 Felspar 
Road, Riverside, Calif. 92501; Terry In¬ 
dustries, Inc., 255 S. Pepper, Rialto, 
Calif. 92376; Prowler Industries, Inc., 145 
S. Larch Avenue, Rialto, Calif. 92376; 
and Nomad Industries, Inc., 920 May¬ 
berry Road, Hemet, Calif. 92343. Send 
protests to: Joseph H. Ambs, District 
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, P.O. Box 
2340, Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. 


Sections A and C of Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates . 61 M.C.C, 209 and 766 (ex¬ 
cept hides and commodities in bulk), 
from the plant site and/or storage fa¬ 
cilities utilized by Iowa Beef Proces¬ 
sors, Inc., at or near Amarillo, Tex., to 
points in Alabama, Arizona, Arkansas, 
California. Florida Georgia, Louisiana, 
New Mexico North Carolina, South 
Carolina, and Tennessee, restricted to 
traffic originating at and destined to 
named points, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: H. L. Dennison, General Traf¬ 
fic Manager, Iowa Beef Processors, Inc., 
P.O. Box 515, Dakota City. Nebr. 68731. 
Send protests to: Haskell E. Ballard, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions, Box H-4395 Herring Plaza, Ama¬ 
rillo. Tex. 79101. 


Columbia, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, In¬ 
diana, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, 
Maine, Michigan. Massachusetts, Mis¬ 
sissippi, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
New York, North Carolina, Ohio. 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and Wisconsin, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Iowa Beef 
Processors, Inc., H. L. Dennison, T.M., 
P.O. Box 515, Dakota City. Nebr. 68731. 
Send protests to: C. L. Phillips. District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, Room 
240-Old P.O. Bldg., 215 Northwest 
Third, Oklahoma City, Okla. 73102. 

No. MC 119789 (Sub-No. 223 TA), filed 
September 30, 1974. Applicant: CARA- 
P.O. B ox 61 88, Dallas, Tex. 75222. Appli- 
VAN REFRIGERATED CARGO. INC., 
cant's representative: James K. Newbold, 
Jr., P.O. Box 6188, Dallas, Tex. 75222. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Meats, meat 
products, and meat by-products, and 
articles distributed by meat packing - 
houses, as described in Sections A and 
C of Appendix I to the report in Descrip - 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the plant 
site and/or storage facilities utilized by 
Iowa Beef Processors, Inc., at or near 
Amarillo, Tex., to points in Alabama, 
Arizona. California, Connecticut, Dela¬ 
ware. District of Columbia. Florida. 
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Maine, 
Kentucky, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Mississippi, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New Mexico, New York, 
North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennes¬ 
see, Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, 
and Wisconsin, restricted to traffic orig¬ 
inating at and destined to named points, 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Iowa 
Beef Processors, Inc., P.O. Box 515, Da¬ 
kota City, Nebr. 68731. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor Gerald T. Holland, 
Interstate Commerce Commission. Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, 1100 Commerce 
Street, Room 1302, Dallas, Tex. 75202. 
Note: Applicant does not intend to tack 
authority. 

No. MC 119880 (Sub-No. 62 TA). filed 
September 23, 1974. Applicant: DRUM 
TRANSPORT. INC., 617 Chicago Street, 
East Peoria, Hi. 61611. Applicant's repre¬ 
sentative: B. N. Drum (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Alcoholic 
liquors, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Mobile. Ala.; New Orleans. La.; and 
Houston, Tex.: to points in California, for 
180 days. Supporting shippers: Schenley 
Distillers, Inc., 36 E. Fourth Street, 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202 and Barton 
Brands. Ltd., P.O. Box 220, Barton Road, 
Bards town, Ky. Send protests to: District 
Supervisor Richard K. Shullaw. Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, Everett McKinley Dirksen 
Bldg., 219 S. Dearborn Street, Room 1086. 
Chicago, HI. 60604. 


No. MC 116077 (Sub-No. 356 TA), 
filed October 3, 1974. Applicant: ROB¬ 
ERTSON TANK LINES, INC., 2000 West 
Loop S.. Suite 1800, Houston, Tex. 
77027. Applicant’s representative: J. C. 
Browder (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Brine, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from well site at 
or near Woodward, Okla., to PPG In¬ 
dustries, Corpus Christ!, Tex., for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Houston 
Chemical Company, P.O. Box 3785, 
Beaumont, Tex. 77704. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor John Mensing, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations, 515 Rusk Avenue, Room 
8610 Federal Building, Houston, Tex. 
77002. 

No. MC 116260 (Sub-No. 5 TA), filed 
October 2. 1974. Applicant: PASHA 

TRUCKAWAY, a Corporation, 1308 
Canal Blvd., Richmond, Calif. 94804. 
Applicant's representative; Ann M. 
Pougiales, 100 Bush Street, 21st Floor, 
San Francisco. Calif. 94104. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Agricultural and indus¬ 
trial tractors, in initial and secondary 
movement, in truckaway service, from 
Richmond, Calif., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, to points in California, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: Ford Mo¬ 
tor Company, Tractor and Implement 
Operations, N.A.. 60 Fallon Street, Oak¬ 
land. Calif. Send protests to: A. J. Rod¬ 
riguez, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations. 450 Golden Gate Avenue, Box 
36004. San Francisco. Calif. 94102. 

No. MC 117878 (Sub-No. 8 TA), filed 
October 2, 1974. Applicant: DWIGHT 
CHEEK, doing business as, DWIGHT 
CHEEK TRUCKING, 2909 S. Pierce 
Street. Amarillo, Tex. 79105. Applicant’s 
representative: Dwight Cheek (same ad¬ 
dress as above). Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats, meat products and meat by¬ 
products. and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses, as described in 


No. MC 117940 (Sub-No. 152 TA), filed 
October 3, 1974. Applicant: NATION¬ 
WIDE CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 104, 
Maple Plain, Minn. 55359. Applicant’s 
representative: Donald L. Stern, Suite 
530, Univac Building, 7100 West Center 
Road, Omaha, Nebr. 68106. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats. meat products and 
meat by-products and articles distributed 
by meat packinghouses as described in 
Sections A and C of Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (ex¬ 
cept hides and commodities in bulk), 
from the plantsite and/or storage facili¬ 
ties utilized by Iowa Beef Processors, 
Inc., at or near Amarillo, Tex., to points 
in District of Columbia, Connecticut. 
Delaware, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kan¬ 
sas, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, New 
Jersey, New York, North Dakota, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South 
Dakota, Virginia, West Virginia, and Wis¬ 
consin, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Iowa Beef Processors, Inc., P.O. Box 515, 
Dakota City, Nebr. 68731. Send protests 
to: A. N. Spath, District Supervisor, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations, 414 Federal Building and 
U.S. Court House, 110 South 4th Street, 
Minneapolis, Minn. 55401. 

No. MC 118159 (Sub-No. 151TA), filed 
October 3. 1 974. A pplicant: NATIONAL 
REFRIGERATED TRANSPORT, INC., 
1931 North Sheridan Road, Tulsa, Okla. 
74151. Applicant’s representative: Neil 
A. DuJardin, P.O. Box 2298, Green Bay, 
Wis. 54306. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats, meat products and meat by-prod¬ 
ucts. and articles distributed by meat 
packinghouses, as described in Sections 
A and C of Appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certif¬ 
icates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides and commodities in bulk), from the 
plant site and/or storage facilities util¬ 
ized by Iowa Beef Processor, Inc., at or 
near Amarillo, Tex., to points in Ala¬ 
bama, Connecticut, Delaware, District of 
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No. MC 123502 (Sub-No. 43 TA), Hied 
October 2,1974. Applicant: FREE STATE 
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., Route 3, P.O. 
Box 760, Glen Burnie, Md. 21C61. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: W. Wilson Cor- 
roum (same address as applicant). Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier . by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Coal, in dump ve¬ 
hicles, from points in Washington 
County, Pa., to Berlin, Md., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Leonard P. Sasso, 
RJD. 1, Chesapeake City. Md. 19215. Send 
protests to: William L. Hughes, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 814-B 
Federal Building, Baltimore, Md. 21201. 

No. MC 123631 (Sub-No. 29 TA). filed 
October 7, 1974. Applicant: WIDING 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O. Box 
03159, Portland, Oreg. 97203. Applicant’s 
representative: David C. White, 2400 
Southwest Fourth Avenue, Portland, 
Oreg. 97201. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Sul¬ 
phuric acid , in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Riverton, Wyo., to points on the 
International Boundary line between the 
United States and Canada, located at or 
near Blaine, Sumas, and Oroville, Wash., 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Mac¬ 
Millan Bioedel. Ltd., 1199 West Pender, 
Vancouver, B.C., Canada. Send protests 
to: District Supervisor A. E. Odoms, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations, 114 Pioneer Courthouse, 
Portland, Oreg. 97204. 

No. MC 124025 (Sub-No. 4 TA). filed 
October 4, 1974. Applicant: GLASS 
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box 
276, Newkirk, Okla. 74647. Applicant’s 
representative: Clyde N. Christey, 641 
Harrison Street, Topeka, Kans. 66603. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
earner, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Flour , (1) from the 
milling facilities and/or warehousing fa¬ 
cilities of Ross Industries, Inc., at or near 
Wichita, Kans., at or near Wellington, 
Kans. and at or near Newton, Kans., to 
points in Oklahoma, Arkansas, Texas, 
and Missouri, under contract with Ross 
Industries. Inc. and (2) from the milling 
facilities and/or warehousing facilities of 
Sunny Kansas Flour Mills, a division of 
Cereal Food Processors, Inc., at or near 
Wichita, Kans., to points in Texas, New 
Mexico, Missouri, and Oklahoma, under 
contract with Sunny Kansas Flour Mills, 
a division of Cereal Food Processors, Inc., 
for 180 days. Supporting shippers: Ross 
Industries, Inc.. R. A. Kicharo, Jr.. Vice 
President for Transportation, 715 E. 
13th Street. P.O. Box 2696, Wichita, 
Kans. 67201 and Sunny Kansas Flour 
Mills, a Division of Cereal Food Proces¬ 
sors, Inc., Sonny G. Cobble, Gen. Prod. 
Supt., 701 E. 17th, P.O. Box 1913, Wichita, 
Kans. 67201. Send protests to: C. L. 
Phillips, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations, Room 240-Old P.O. Bldg., 215 NW 
Third, Oklahoma City. Okla. 73102. 

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 615 TA). 
filed September 30, 1974. Applicant: 


SCHWERMAN TRUCKING CO., a Cor¬ 
poration. 611 South 28 Street, Milwaukee, 
Wis. 53246. Applicant’s representative: 
Richard H. Prevette (same address as ap¬ 
plicant) . Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Chemi¬ 
cals, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Eto¬ 
wah, Tenn., to Sacramento, Calif., for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: J. M. Hu¬ 
ber Corporation, Thornall Street, Edison, 
N.J. 08817 (Paul W. Moyse, Senior Trans¬ 
portation Analyst). Send protests to: 
John E. Ryden, District Supervisor. In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations. 135 West Wells Street— 
Room 907, Milwaukee, Wis. 53203. 

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 616 TA), filed 
October 2, 1974. Applicant: SCHWER¬ 
MAN TRUCKING CO., a Corporation. 
611 South 28 Street, Milwaukee, Wis. 
53246. Applicant’s representative: Rich¬ 
ard H. Prevette (same address as appli¬ 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Pulver¬ 
ized coal, from Birmingham, Ala., to 
Vicksburg, Miss., for 180 days. Support¬ 
ing shipper: The Hill and Griffith Com¬ 
pany. 2131 Seventh Avenue North, Bir¬ 
mingham, Ala. 35202 (A. Hugh Jones, 
Vice President). Send protests to: Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor John E. Ryden. Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, 135 West Wells Street— 
Room 807, Milwaukee, Wis. 53203. 

No. MC 124511 (Sub-No. 27 TA), filed 
October 4,1974. Applicant: JOHN F. OL¬ 
IVER, East Highway 54, P.O. Box 223, 
Mexico. Mo. 65265. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Ernest A. Brooks HI. 1301 Am¬ 
bassador Building. 411 North 7th Street, 
St. Louis, Mo. 63101. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Ingots, from Centerville, Iowa, to 
Peoria, Ill.; Kokomo. Ind.; Canton, 
Cleveland, Massillon, Youngstown and 
Warren, Ohio; and Farrell and Sharon, 
Pa., for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Iowa Steel & Wire Co., Centerville, Iowa 
52544. Send protests to: Vernon V. Coble, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions, 600 Federal Building. 911 Walnut 
Street, Kansas City, Mo. 64106. 

No. MC 124692 (Sub-No. 141 TA). filed 
October 2, 1974. Applicant: SAMMONS 
TRUCKING, a Corporation, P.O. Box 
4347, Missoula, Mont. 59801. Applicant’s 
representative: James B. Hovland, 425 
Gate City Building, Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Particleboard, from 
points In Oregon, to points in Minne¬ 
sota, Nebraska, North Dakota, and South 
Dakota, for 180 days. Supporting ship¬ 
pers: Lavelle Lumber Company, P.O. Box 
2583. Fargo, N. Dak. 58102; Boise-Cas- 
cade Corporation, P.O. Box 2885, Port¬ 
land, Oreg. 97208; Weyerhaeuser Com¬ 
pany, Tacoma, Wash. 98401; and Wil¬ 
lamette Industries, Inc., P.O. Box 907, 
Albany, Oreg. 97321. Send protests to: 
Paul J. Labane, District Supervisor, In¬ 


terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations, Room 222 U.S. Post Office 
Bldg., Billings, Mont. 59101. 

No. MC 126276 (Sub-No. 105 TA). filed 
September 30. 1974. Applicant: FAST 
MOTOR SERVICE, INC., 9100 Plainfield 
Road. Brookfield, Ill. 60513. Applicant’s 
representative: Albert A. Andrin, 29 
South LaSalle Street, Chicago. HI. 60603. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Metal con¬ 
tainers and metal container ends, except 
refuse containers, from Perrysburg, 
Ohio, to Holland and Frankenmuth, 
Mich, and Belleville, HI., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Robert A. Buster, 
Manager—Rates & Services. Owens-Illi¬ 
nois. Inc., P.O. Box 1035, Toledo, Ohio 
43666. Send protests to: Robert G. An¬ 
derson, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Bureau of Op¬ 
erations. Everett McKinley Dirksen 
Building, 219 S. Dearborn St.. Room 1086, 
Chicago. HI. 60604. 

No. MC 126489 (Sub-No. 26 TA), filed 
October 4, 1974. Applicant: GASTON 
FEED TRANSPORTS. INC., 1203 West 
Fourth Street, Hutchinson, Kans. 67501. 
Applicant’s representative: Clyde N* 
Christey. 641 Harrison, Topeka, Kans. 
66603. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
Irregular routes, transporting: Feed in¬ 
gredients , from Atlantic. Iowa, to points 
in Graham County, Ariz., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Grain Co-op of Ari¬ 
zona, P.O. Box 580, Wilcox, Ariz. 85643. 
Send protests to: M E. Taylor, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 501 
Petroleum Building. Wichita, Kans. 
67202. 

No. MC 128030 (Sub-No. 88 TA). filed 
September 25. 1974. Applicant: THE 
STOUT TRUCKING CO., INC., P.O. Box 
177, Urbana, Ill. 61801. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: R. C. Stout (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Malt 
beverages, in containers, from Columbus, 
Ohio, to Indianapolis, Ind., for 180 davs. 
Supporting shipper: Willis H. Marlowe. 
General Manager. B—F Beverage Co., 
Inc., 1102-08 Stadium Drive, Indianapo¬ 
lis. Ind. 46202. Send protests to: Robert 
G. Anderson, District Supervisor, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations. Everett McKinley Dirksen 
Bldg.. 210 S. Dearborn Street, Room 
1086, Chicago, HI. 60604. 

No. MC 128375 (Sub-No. 119 TA). filed 
October 3, 1974. Applicant: CRETE 
CARRIER CORPORATION, Box 81228, 
Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Duane W. Acklie (same ad¬ 
dress as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Household and personal care prod¬ 
ucts and related items, and materials 
and supplies used In the manufacture 
and distribution thereof, between Ada, 
Mich., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Washington, Oregon, 
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Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Minnesota, Ne¬ 
braska, points in Iowa on and west of 
U.S. Highway 65, Georgia, Kansas, Colo¬ 
rado, Utah, Nevada, California, Arizona, 
New Mexico, Texas, Oklahoma, and Mis¬ 
souri (except St. Louis and its commer¬ 
cial zone), restricted to the transporta¬ 
tion service to be performed under a con¬ 
tinuing contract or contracts with Am- 
way Corporation, Ada, Mich., for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Prank W. 
Quinn, Manager of Transportation, Am- 
way Corporation, 7575 East Pulton Road, 
Ada. Mich. 49301. Send protests to: Max 
H. Johnston, District Supervisor, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, 320 Federal Building & Court 
House, Lincoln, Nebr. 68508. 

No. MC 128841 (Sub-No. 4 TA), filed 
October 3, 1974. Applicant: MUR-GAIL, 
INC., 301 North Fifth Street, Minneap¬ 
olis, Minn. 55403. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Samuel Rubenstein (same address 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Printing ink, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
(1) from Minneapolis, Minn, and its 
commercial zone, to Chicago, Ill. and Its 
commercial zone, Kankakee, HI.; Sioux 
City, Iowa; Norfolk, Nebr.; Bismarck 
and Grand Forks, N. Dak.; Aberdeen, 
Huron, Sioux Falls, and Watertown, S. 
Dak.; Appleton, Ashland, Eau Claire, 
Janesville, La Crosse, Madison, and 
Superior, Wis. and (2) from Chicago, Ill. 
and its commercial zone, to Minneapolis, 
Minn, and its commercial zone, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Northern 
Printing Ink Corp., 200 11th Avenue 
South, Minneapolis, Minn. 55415. Send 
protests to: A. N. Spath, District Super¬ 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 414 Federal 
Building and U.S. Court House, 110 S. 
4th Street, Minneapolis, Minn. 55401. 

No. MC 129600 (Sub-No. 20 TA), filed 
October 2, 1974. Applicant: POLAR 
TRANSPORT, INC., 176 King Street, 
Hanover, Mass. 02339. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Frank J. Weiner, 15 Court 
Square, Boston, Mass. 02108. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meat, meat products, and 
meat by-products, and articles dis¬ 
tributed by meat packing houses, as de¬ 
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix 
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except hides and commodites in 
bulk). from the plant site and/or storage 
facilities utilized by Iowa Beef Proces¬ 
sors, Inc., at or near Amarillo, Tex., to 
points in Alabama, Connecticut, Dela¬ 
ware, District of Columbia, Florida, 
Georgia, niinois, Indiana, Kansas, Ken¬ 
tucky, Maine, Louisiana, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, Mississippi, 
Missouri, New Hampshire, New Jersey, 
New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Penn¬ 
sylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, and West 
Virginia, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Iowa Beef Processors, Inc., 
Dakota City, Nebr. Send protests to: 


John B. Thomas, District Supervisor, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations. 150 Causeway Street, 
Boston, Mass. 02114. 

No. MC 133221 (Sub-No. 19TA), filed 
October 1, 1974. Applicant: OVERLAND 
CO., INC., 1991 Buford Highway, Law- 
renceville, Ga. 30280. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: K. Edward Wolcott, 1600 First 
Federal Building, Atlanta. Ga. 30303. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lead-covered cop¬ 
per cable, for reclamation purposes, from 
points in Anderson, Greenville, Spartan¬ 
burg. Cherokee, and York Counties, S.C, 
and Gaston, Mecklenburg, Cabbarrus, 
Bowan, Davidson, Guilford, Alamance, 
Orange, Durham, Granville, and Vance 
Counties, N.C., near or adjacent to the 
right-of-way of the Richmond-Greens- 
boro, Charlotte-Atlanta A&B Cables of 
American Telephone and Telegraph 
Company, to the facilities of Nassau 
Smelting, a Division of Keystone Metals 
at Greensboro, Ga., for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: American Telephone 
and Telegraph Company, 100 Edge wood 
Avenue, Suite 1205, Atlanta, Ga. 30303. 
Send protests to: William L. Scroggs, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 1252 
West Peachtree St. Northwest, Room 546, 
Atlanta, Ga. 30309. 

No. MC 124400 (Sub-No. 13TA), filed 
October 4, 1974. Applicant: MILLER’S 
TRUCKING AND RENTAL, INC., 200 
Southern Avenue, Dubuque, Iowa 52001. 
Applicant’s representative: Carl E. Mun¬ 
son, 469 Fischer Building, Dubuque, Iowa 
52001. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Malt bev¬ 
erages and accompanying advertising 
material, from Milwaukee, Wis., to Du¬ 
buque, Iowa, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Dubuque Holiday Sales, Inc., 
1270 East 12th Street, Dubuque, Iowa 
52001. Send protests to: Herbert W. Al¬ 
len, District Supervisor, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, 875 Federal Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa 
50309. 

No. MC 134182 (Sub-No. 27TA), filed 
October 1, 1974. Applicant: MILK PRO¬ 
DUCERS MARKETING COMPANY, do¬ 
ing business as, ALL-STAR TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION, Second and West Turnpike 
Road, Lawrence, Kans. 66044. Applicant’s 
representative: Lucy Kennard Bell, Suite 
910 Fairfax Bldg., 101 West Eleventh 
Street, Kansas City, Mo. 64105. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meat, meat products, meat 
by-products and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouse as described in Sec¬ 
tions A and C of Appendix I to the report 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides 
and commodities in bulk), from Man¬ 
kato, Kans., to Dayton and Cleveland, 
Ohio, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Dubuque Packing Company, P.O. Box 
283, Mankato, Kans. 66956. Send protests 
to: Thomas P. O’Hara, District Super¬ 


visor, Interstate Commerce Commission 
Bureau of Operations, 234 Federal Build¬ 
ing, Topeka, Kans. 66603. 

No. MC 135117 (Sub-No. 6TA). filed 
October 2, 1974. Applicant: SPECIAL¬ 
IZED HAULING, INC., 1500 Omaha 
Street, Sioux City, Iowa 51104. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Stewart A. Huff. 
314 Security Bank Bldg., Sioux City, Iowa 
51101. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Offal and 
bones, from Norfolk, Nebr., to commer¬ 
cial zone of Sioux City, Iowa, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Flavorland In¬ 
dustries, Inc., Box 2372 Stockyards Sta¬ 
tion, Sioux City, Iowa 51107. Send pro¬ 
tests to: District Supervisor Carroll Rus¬ 
sell, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, Suite 620 Union 
Pacific Plaza, 110 North 14th Street, 
Omaha, Nebr. 68102. 

No. MC 135152 (Sub-No. 15 TA), filed 
October 2, 1974. Applicant: CASKET 
DISTRIBUTORS, INC., Rural Route No. 
2, West Harrison, Ind. 45030. Applicant’s 
representative: Jack B. Josselson, 700 
Atlas Bank Building, Cincinnati, Ohio 
45202. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Uncrated 
caskets, casket displays, funeral supplies, 
and crate caskets in mixed loads with un¬ 
crated caskets, from Boyertown, Pa., to 
Oakland and Los Angeles, Calif., for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Boyertown 
Burial Casket Co., 23 N. Walnut Street, 
Boyertown, Pa. 19512. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor James W. Haber- 
mehl, Bureau of Operations, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 802 Century 
Bldg.. 36 S. Penn St., Indianapolis, Ind. 
46204. 

No. MC 136052 (Sub-No. 9 TA), filed 
October 3, 1974. Applicant: SECURITY 
CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 3368, 
Amarillo, Tex. 79106. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Harold H. Pike (same address 
as above). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meat, meat products and meat by-prod¬ 
ucts and articles distributed by meat 
packinghouses, as described in Sections 
A and C of Appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides and commodities in bulk), from the 
plantsite and/or storage facilities uti¬ 
lized by Iowa Beef Processors, Inc., at or 
near Amarillo, Tex., to points in Con¬ 
necticut, Delaware, District of Columbia, 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont, 
Virginia, and West Virginia, restricted 
to traffic originating at and destined to 
named points, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: H. L. Dennison, General Traffic 
Manager, Iowa Beef Processors. Inc., P.O. 
Box 515, Dakota City, Nebr. 68731. Send 
protests to: Haskell E. Ballard, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, Box 
H-4395 Herring Plaza, Amarillo, Tex. 
79101. 
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No MC 136232 (Sub-No. 4 TA). filed 
October 3, 1974. Applicant: FRALEY'S 
INCORPORATED. Route 1. Big Stone 
Gap. Va. 24219. Applicant's representa¬ 
tive* Harry J. Jordan. 1000 Sixteenth 
Street NW., Washington. D.C. 20036. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (A) Mine roof sup¬ 
port bolts, from Duffleld, Va.. to points 
in Kentucky * (except those in Harlan 
and Clay Counties. Ky.) and points in 
West Virginia (except those in Payette. 
Logan. McDowell, Nicholas, Raleigh, 
Summers, and Wyoming Counties. W. 
Va.) Restriction: The operations shall 
be limited to a transportation service 
to be preformed under a continuing con¬ 
tract, or contracts, with Virginia Bir¬ 
mingham Bolt, Inc. (B) Mining equip¬ 
ment and supplies, from Appalachia, 
Va., to points in West Virginia and Ken¬ 
tucky. for 180 days. Restriction: The 
operations shall be limited to a trans¬ 
portation service to be performed under 
a continuing contract, or contracts with 
Central Supply Company of Virginia, 
Inc. Supporting shippers: Virginia Bir¬ 
mingham Bolt, Inc., Duffield, Va. and 
Central Supply Company of Virginia, 
Inc.. Appalachia, Va. Send protests to: 
Danny R. Beeler. District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, 215 Campbell Ave¬ 
nue, Southwestern, Roanoke, Va. 24011. 

No. MC 136464 (Sub-No. 7 TA). filed 
October 4, 1974. Applicant: CAROLINA 
WESTERN EXPRESS. INC., 650 East- 
wood Drive, Gastonia, N.C. 28052. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: John R. Sims. Jr., 
Suite 600. 1707 H Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton. D.C. 20006. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Electric heat in panels and/or strips, 
circuit breakers, panels, switches, con¬ 
trollers, transformers weighing less than 
1,200 lbs. each, and parts thereof, from 
the plant site and warehouse facilities 
of the Federal Pacific Electric Company 
located at or near Fort Mill, S.C., to Los 
Angeles, Calif, and points in the Los 
Angeles, Calif, commercial zone as de¬ 
fined by the Commission. Burlingame, 
Calif, and Denver, Colo., under continu¬ 
ing contracts or contracts with Federal 
Pacific Electric Company, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Federal Pacific Elec¬ 
tric Company, York Southern Road. Ft. 
Mill, S.C. 29715. Send protests to: Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor Terrell Price, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper¬ 
ations, 800 Briar Creek Road—Room 
CC516. Charlotte, N.C. 28205. 

No. MC 138162 (Sub-No. 1 TA) (Cor¬ 
rection), filed January 29, 1974, pub¬ 
lished In the Federal Register issue of 
February 12. 1974. and republished as 
corrected this issue. Applicant: CARL E. 
SEATON, doing business as. SEATON 
MOVING & STORAGE CO.. 618 South 
Kansas, Olathe. Kans. 66061. Applicant's 
representative: Gregory M. Rebman, 
1230 Boatmen's Bank Building, St. Louis, 
Mo. 63102. Note: The purpose of this re- 
publication is to show the applicant's 


correct name as above, in lieu of Seaton 
Moving fe Storage Co., which was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register in error. 
The rest of the application will remain 
the same. 

No. MC 138249 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed 
October 3, 1974. Applicant: R. C. 

TRANSFER. INC., 101 NW. 6th Street. 
Fort Lauderdale. Fla. 33311. Applicant's 
representative: John R. Sims, Jr., 1707 
H Street. NW.. Suite 600, Washington, 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: New 
furniture, between points in Broward, 
Dade, and Palm Beach Counties. Fla., re¬ 
stricted to traffic having prior or subse¬ 
quent movement by the following motor 
carriers: (1) Glosson Motor Lines, Inc.; 
(2) Mur row’s Transfer, Inc.; and (3) 
Billing Trucking Corporation, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Glosson Motor 
Lines, Inc., P.O. Box 1328, Lexington, 
N.C. 27292; Murrow’s Transfer. Inc., P.O. 
Box 4095, High Point, N.C. 28263; and 
Billings Trucking Corporation, for 180 
Cherry Street. North Wilkes boro, N.C. 
28659. Send protests to: District Super¬ 
visor Joseph B. Teichert, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations. Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion, Palm Coast n Building. Suite 208, 
5255 NW., 87th Avenue, Miami, Fla. 
33166. 

Note. —Applicant states that It does intend 
to tack at Fort Lauderdale. Fla., and appli¬ 
cant will receive freight from Billings, Glos¬ 
son, and Murrows. 

No. MC 138469 (Sub-No.. 9TA). filed 
October 3, 1974. Applicant: DONCO 
CARRIERS, INC., 1001 S. Rockwell. P.O. 
Box 75354, Oklahoma City, Okla. 73107. 
Applicant's representative: Wm. L. Pe¬ 
terson, Jr., P.O. Box 917, Oklahoma City, 
Okla. 73101. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats , meat products and meat byprod¬ 
ucts, and articles distributed by meat 
packing houses, as described in Sections 
A and C of Appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides and commodities in bulk), from 
the plant site and/or storage facilities 
utilized by Iowa Beef Processors, Inc., at 
or near Amarillo, Tex., to points in Ari¬ 
zona, Arkansas, California, Colorado, Il¬ 
linois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Michigan, Minnesota* Mis¬ 
souri, Nebraska, Nevada, Ohio. Okla¬ 
homa, Oregon, Texas, Washington, and 
Wisconsin, restricted to traffic originat¬ 
ing at and destined to named points, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: Iowa Beef 
Processors, Inc., H. L. Dennison, GTM, 
P.O. Box 515, Dakota City, Nebr. 68731. 
Send protests to: C. L. Phillips, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, Rm. 240, 
Old P.O. Bldg., 215 NW. Third, Okla¬ 
homa City. Okla. 73102. 

No. MC 139070 (Sub-No. 1TA) (Cor¬ 
rection), filed February 13, 1974, pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register Issue of 
March 5, 1974, and republished as cor¬ 


rected this issue. Applicant: SHELTON 
R. JACKSON AND ROBERT C. JACK- 
SON, doing business as J & J ENTER¬ 
PRISES, 230 West 1700 South, Salt Lake 
City, Utah 84115. Applicant’s represent¬ 
ative: Lon Rodney Kump, 720 Newhouse 
Building, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111. 

Note. —The purpose of this republication 
Lb to show the applicant's corr ect n ame as 
shown above, in lieu of J & J ENTERPRISES, 
which was published in the Federal Register 
in error. The rest of the application will re¬ 
main the same. 

No. MC 139084 (Sub-No. 4TA), filed 
October 2. 1974. Applicant: BIG VAL¬ 
LEY SUPPLY & ENTERPRISES. LTD. 
(Canada Corp.), 8516 40th Street SE., 
Calgary, Alberta, Canada. Applicant’s 
representative: Charies J. Kimball, 1600 
Broadway. Room 2310, Denver, Colo. 
80202. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Com¬ 
modities. which because of size or weight 
require the use of special equipment or 
handling; self propelled articles (except 
automobiles, trucks, and bases); con¬ 
struction. industrial, and material han¬ 
dling machinery and equipment; and 
parts and attachments for the above; 
machinery, equipment, materials, and 
supplies used in, or in connection with, 
the discovery, development, production, 
refining, manufacture, processing, stor¬ 
age. transmission, and distribution of 
natural gas and petroleum and the prod¬ 
ucts and by-products, between ports of 
entry on the International Boundaries 
between the United States and Canada 
(including the boundary between Alaska 
and Canada), on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Alaska, Idaho. 
Wyoming, Montana. Colorado (except 
points in Pueblo and Larimer Counties). 
and Utah, restricted to the transporta¬ 
tion of shipments having an immediate 
or prior or subsequent movement in 
foreign commerce and restricted against 
traffic originating at or destined to the 
facilities of Ferguson Supply Alberta. 
Ltd.; Percival Machinery Supply Co., 
(Calgary) Ltd., and Flextrac Nodwell 
Ltd., all of Calgary, Alberta. Canada, for 
180 days. Supporting shippers: There are 
approximately 13 statements of support 
attached to the application, which may 
be examined here at the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission in Washington, D.C., 
or copies there of which may be exam¬ 
ined at the field office named below. 
Send protests to: Paul J. Labane, Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission. Bureau of Operations. 
Room 222 U.S. Post Office Building, Bill¬ 
ings. Mont. 59101. 

Note. —Applicant proposes to interline at 
points in Colorado. Wyoming. Montana. 
Utah, and Idaho with U.S.-based carriers, 
primarily C & H Transportation Oo. Inc., 
Dallas, Tex., and seek authority to provide 
service on that basis with respect to traffic 
moving from and to points in states beyond 
the five named above. 

No. MC 139193 (Sub-No. 20TA), filed 
October 7, 1974. Applicant: ROBERTS 
& OAKE, INC., 208 South LaSalle Street, 
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Chicago, HI. 60604. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Jacob P. Billig, 1126 Six¬ 
teenth Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20036. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products, meat by-products, and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, dairy products as described in 
Sections A, B, and C of Appendix I to 
the report in Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, 
from the plantsite and facilities utilized 
by John Morrell & Co., Sioux Falls, 
S. Dak., to points in Oklahoma and 
Texas, restricted to traffic transported 
under contracts with John Morrell & 
Co., for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Robert L. Lee, Manager—Rates & Serv¬ 
ices, John Morrell & Co., 208 South La¬ 
Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 60604. Send 
protests to: William J. Gray, Jr., Dis¬ 
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 219 
South Dearborn Street, Room 1086, 
Chicago, HI. 60604. 

No. MC 139278 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed 
October 3, 1974. Applicant: LAMBERT 
& BANKS. INC., Route 2, Box 337, 
Waynesboro, Va. 22980. Applicant’s rep¬ 
resentative: Frank B. Hand, Jr., P.O. 
Box 187, Berryville, Va. 22611. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Salt and salt products, 
from the facilities of Watkins Salt Com¬ 
pany at Watkins Glen, N.Y., and White 
Marsh, Md., to points in Virginia and 
West Virginia, restricted to the trans¬ 
portation of shipments stored in transit 
at the warehouse facilities of Lambert & 
Banks, Inc., at Fishersville, Va., for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Watkins Salt 
Company, 518 East Fourth Street, Wat¬ 
kins Glen, N.Y. 14891. Send protests to: 
Danny R. Beeler, District Supervisor, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, Bureau 
of Operations, 215 Campbell Avenue SW., 
Roanoke, Va. 24011. 

No. MC 139482 (Sub-No. 3TA), filed 
September 30, 1974. Applicant: NEW 
ULM FREIGHT LINES INC., County 
Road No. 29 West, New Ulm, Minn. 
56073. Applicant’s representative: Sam¬ 
uel Rubenstein, 301 Fifth Street North, 
Minneapolis, Minn. 55403. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Furniture, linoleum, car¬ 
peting, floor covering paper, panelling, 
wallboard, from Prairie Du Chien, Wis., 
to Guttenberg, Iowa, for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shippers: Trademark Homes, 
Inc., Box 549, Guttenberg, Iowa 52052, 
and Distribution Center, Inc., P.O. Box 
209, Prairie du Chien, Wis. 53821. Send 
protests to: A. N. Spath, District Super¬ 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 414 Federal Build¬ 
ing & U.S. Court House, 110 S. 4th Street, 
Minneapolis, Minn. 55401. 

No. MC 139600 (Sub-No. 2TA), filed 
October 4, 1974. Applicant: LA CRESTA, 
INC., doing business as CALIFORNIA 
BULK EXPRESS, 12912 Camino Del 


Valle, Poway, Calif. 92064. Applicant’s 
representative: Fred E. Caldwell (same 
address as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (A) Copper concentrates , in bulk, 
bags, bins, or containers, from Lords- 
burg, N. Mex., to points in California; 
(B) Lime, in bulk, bags, bins, or con¬ 
tainers, between points in California, 
Nevada, and Arizona; (C) Manganese, 
Rutile Ore., from points in California, to 
points in Arizona, California. Colorado, 
Nevada, New Mexico, and Texas; (D) 
Ores, nitrates in bulk, bags, bins, or con¬ 
tainers, from points in California and 
Nevada, to points in Arizona, California, 
Nevada, New Mexico, and Texas; (E) 
Quartz, between points in Arizona, Cali¬ 
fornia, Colorado, Nevada, New Mexico, 
and Texas; (F) Styrene aggregates, 
bonding cement, stucco, glitter materials 
in bulk, bags, bins, or containers, be¬ 
tween points in California, Nevada, and 
Arizona; (G) Stone, rock, and gravel, 
between points in Arizona, California, 
Colorado, Nevada, New Mexico, and 
Texas: (H) Sand, cement in bulk, bags, 
bins, or containers, between points in 
Arizona, California, Colorado. Nevada, 
New Mexico, and Texas; and (I) Ores 
and concentrates in bulk, bags, bins, or 
containers, from points in Arizona, to 
points in California, for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shippers: There are approxi¬ 
mately 8 statements of support attached 
to the application, which may be ex¬ 
amined here at the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission in Washington, D.C., 
or copies thereof which may be ex¬ 
amined at the field office named be¬ 
low. Send protests to: District Supervisor 
Philip Yallowitz, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 300 
North Los Angeles Street, Room 7708, 
Los Angeles, Calif. 90012. 

No. MC 139959 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed 
October 3, 1974. Applicant: THE THREE 
J'S, INC., P.O. Box 10325, Lubbock, Tex. 
79408. Applicant’s representative: John 
C. Sims, 1607 Broadway, Lubbock, Tex. 
79401. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products and meat by-products, 
and articles distributed by meat pack¬ 
inghouses, as described in Sections A and 
C of Appendix I to the report in Descrip¬ 
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the plant 
site and/or storage facilities utilized by 
Iowa Beef Processors, Inc., at or near 
Amarillo, Tex., to points in Alabama, 
Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, 
Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tennessee, 
and Texas, restricted to traffic originat¬ 
ing at and destined to named points, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: H. L. Den¬ 
nison, General Traffic Manager, Iowa 
Beef Processors, Inc., P.O. Box 515, Da¬ 
kota City, Nebr. 68731. Send protests to: 
Haskell E. Ballard, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, Box H-4395 Her¬ 
ring Plaza, Amarillo, Tex. 79101. 


No. MC 140033 (Sub-No. 5TA), filed 
October 3, 1974. Applicant: COX RE¬ 
FRIGERATED EXPRESS, INC.. 10606 
Goodnight Lane, Dallas, Tex. 75220. Ap¬ 
plicant’s representative: E. Larry Wells, 
4645 North Central Expressway. Dallas! 
Tex. 75205. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats, meat products and meat by¬ 
products and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses, as described in Sec¬ 
tions A and C of Appendix I to the report 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certi¬ 
ficates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except 
hides and commodities in bulk), from 
the plant site and/or storage facilities 
utilized by Iowa Beef Processors, Inc„ at 
or near Amarillo, Tex., to points in Ala¬ 
bama, Arizona, Arkansas, California, 
Colorado, District of Columbia, Florida, 
Georgia, Idaho, Hlinois, Kansas, Loui¬ 
siana, Maryland, Massachusetts, Mon¬ 
tana, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
New Jersey, New Mexico, New York, Ne¬ 
vada, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Rhode Island, Tennessee, Utah, 
Virginia, and Washington, for 180 days. 
Restriction: Restricted to traffic origi¬ 
nating at and destined to named points. 
Supporting shipper: Iowa Beef Proc¬ 
essors, Inc., P.O. Box 515, Dakota City, 
Nebr. 68731. Send protests to: District 
Supervisor Gerald T. Holland, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op¬ 
erations, 1100 Commerce Street, Room 
13C12, Dallas, Tex. 75202. 

No. MC 140226 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed 
October 3, 1974. Applicant: T & J 
TRUCKING, INC., 2 Northwest 5th 
Street, Dilworth, Minn. 56529. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Charles E. John¬ 
son, 425 Gate City Building, Fargo, 
N. Dak. 58102. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Crushed vehicles, scrap vehicle parts, 
scrap engines, and scrap metal , from 
points in North Dakota, South Dakota, 
and Minnesota, to Chicago, HI.; Beloit 
and Fon du Lac, Wis.; Omaha, Nebr.; Des 
Moines, Iowa; Minneapolis, St. Paul, and 
Duluth, Minn., and the commercial zones 
of each of these cities, for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shipper: Tri-State Salvage. Inc., 
2 NW. 5th Street. Dilworth, Minn. 56529. 
Send protests to: J. H. Ambs, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, P.O. Box 
2340, Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. 

No. MC 140277 TA, filed October 1, 
1974. Applicant: BILL BALL TRUCK¬ 
ING, 1703 Indus trial Avenue, Sioux 
Falls, S. Dak. 57104. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Bill Ball (same address as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Commod¬ 
ity bags, envelopes, packets or pouches, or 
wrappers flat, folded flat or in rolls, re¬ 
quiring separation into individual units, 
with or without compliment of bag ties, 
from the plantsite or storage facilities of 
American Western Corporation, Sioux 
FaUs, S. Dak., to Phoenix, Ariz., and 
points in California, restricted to traffic 
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transported under contracts with Ameri¬ 
can Western Corporation, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: American Western 
Corporation, 1500 M Avenue, Sioux Falls, 
S. Dak. 57104, Dennis Mewhorter, Plant 
Manager. Send protests to: District Su¬ 
pervisor J. L. Hammond, Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera¬ 
tions Room 369 Federal Building, Pierre, 
S. Dak. 57501. 

No. MC 140241 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed 
October 2, 1974. Applicant: DALKE 
TRANSPORT, INC., Box 7, Moundridge, 
Kans. 67107. Applicant’s representative: 
Clyde N. Christey (same address as ap¬ 
plicant) . Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Steel 
coils , from Ashland, Ky.; Lansing, Madi¬ 
son, Chicago, Des Plaines, Hennepin, Elk 
Grove Village, Granite City, Bensonville, 
and Broadview, HI.; Hebron and Gary, 
Ind.; Cleveland, Perry, and Youngstown, 
Ohio; Birmingham, Ala.; and Sedalia, 
Mo., to Moundridge, Kans.; (2) Metal 
fabricating equipment , from Moundridge, 
Kans., to points in Alabama, Arkansas, 
California, Colorado, Connecticut, Dela¬ 
ware, District of Columbia, Florida, 
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Ken¬ 
tucky. Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Mississipi, Missouri, New Hampshire, Ne¬ 
braska, New Jersey. New York. North 
Carolina, phio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania. 
Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennes¬ 
see, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir¬ 
ginia. and Wisconsin; (3) Agricultural 
and industrial trailers , from the plant- 
site and/or storage facilities of Jantz 
Mfg., Inc., located at or near Hutchin¬ 
son, Kans., and the plantsite and/or 
storage facilities of Jantz Mfg., Inc., lo¬ 
cated at or near Moundridge, Kans., to 
points in Arkansas, Colorado, Illinois, 
Iowa, Louisiana, Minnesota, Mississippi, 
Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, New 
Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, South 
Dakota, Texas, and Wyoming; and (4) 
Steel articles, from points in Arkansas, 
Colorado, Illinois, Iowa, Louisiana, 
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Mon¬ 
tana, Nebraska, New Mexico, North 
Dakota, Oklahoma, South Dakota, Texas, 
and Wyoming, to the plantsite and/or 
storage facilities of Jantz Mfg., Inc., 
located at or near Hutchinson, Kans., 
and the plantsite and/or storage facili¬ 
ties of Jantz Mfg., Inc., located at or near 


Moundridge, Kans., for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shippers: Jantz Mfg., Inc., Box 
260, Moundridge, Kans. 67107, and The 
Bradbury Co.. Inc., Air Industrial Park, 
Moundridge, Kans. 67107. Send protests 
to: M. E. Taylor, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, 501 Petroleum Bldg., 
Wichita, Kans. 67202. 

No. MC 140257 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed 
September 30. 1974. Applicant: BEN¬ 
NETT & SON TRANSPORT, LTD., 234 
12th Avenue East, P.O. Box 681, Regina, 
Saskatchewan, Canada S4P 3A3. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Alan Foss, 502 
First National Bank Building, Fargo, 
N. Dak. 58102. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing : Glass cullet, glass spheres, and glass 
beads , in bags and boxes, for highway 
marking, from points on the Interna¬ 
tional Boundary between the United 
States and Canada, in the states of 
Washington, Idaho, Montana, North 
Dakota, and Minnesota, to points in 
Montana, North Dakota, Wyoming, 
South Dakota, Minnesota, Wisconsin, 
Michigan, Idaho, Washington, Oregon, 
Utah, Colorado, Nebraska, Iowa, Mis¬ 
souri, and Illinois, for 180 days. Sup- 
orting shipper: Canasphere Industries 
Limited, P.O. Box 1444. Moose Jaw, Sas¬ 
katchewan, Canada S6H 4R3. Send pro¬ 
tests to: J. H. Ambs, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, P.O. Box 2340, 
Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. 

No. MC 140265 (Sub-No. 1TA), filed 
October 4, 1974. Applicant: LARRY E. 
HICKOX, doing business as LARRY E. 
HICKOX TRUCKING, Box 95. Casey, 
HI. 62420. Applicant’s representative: 
Robert T. Lawley, 300 Reisch Building, 
Springfield, HI. 62701. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Grain door kits, used in railroad 
box cars, for the account of Charles 
Kirchner & Son, Inc., from Kansas, Ill., 
to points in Kansas, Kentucky, Okla¬ 
homa, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, and 
Texas, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Charles Kirchner, President, Charles 
Kirchner & Son, Inc., North Fron Street, 
Kansas. Ill. 61933. Send protests to: 
Harold C. Jolliff, District Supervisor 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations, P.O. Box 2418, 
Springfield. Ill. 62705. 


No. MC 140267 TA, filed October 1. 
1974. Applicant: BOB LEE, 115 Jacobus 
Avenue, S. Kearny, N.J. 07032. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: S. M. Richards, 44 
North Avenue, Webster, N.Y. 14580. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Flour (in bags), 
from Buffalo, N.Y., to Perth Amboy, N.J., 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: Metz- 
endorf Bros., Inc., 248 New Brunswick 
Avenue, Perth Amboy, N.J. 08862. Send 
protests to: District Supervisor Robert 
E. Johnston, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 9 Clinton 
St., Newark, N.J. 07102. 

No. MC 140278 TA filed October 3, 
1974. Applicant: F. E. BEITZ, doing 
business as BEITZ WRECKER SERV¬ 
ICE, Highway 65. Redfield, Ark. 72132. 
Applicant’s representative: Thomas J. 
Presson, P.O. Box 71, Redfield, Ark. 
72132. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Motor 
vehicles of all types, truck tractors, aufo- 
mobiles, straight trucks, and any other 
self propelled vehicle, also semi trailers 
or full trailers when attached to a power 
unit, when such vehicles are in need of 
emergency towing service due to wreck, 
upset, break down, or other stoppage 
which renders the vehicle unable to move 
under its own power, between points in 
Arkansas, Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, 
Oklahoma, Kansas, Missouri, Colorado, 
Illinois, Iowa, Indiana, Ohio, Kentucky, 
West Virginia, Virginia, Alabama, Geor¬ 
gia, Florida, North Carolina, and South 
Carolina, for 180 days. Supporting ship¬ 
pers : Southern Farmers Association, 824 
North Palm, North Little Rock, Ark. 
72114; Red Ball Motor Freight, Inc., 
5500 Scott Hamilton, Little Rock, Ark. 
72209; Carco Rentals, Inc., 3403 E. 
Roosevelt Road, Little Rock, Ark. 72206; 
and Cross Street Service, 32 Knight 
Drive. North Little Rock, Ark. Send pro¬ 
tests to: District Supervisor William H. 
Land, Jr., Bureau of Operations, Inter¬ 
state Commerce Commission, 2519 Fed¬ 
eral Office Building, 700 West Capitol, 
Little Rock, Ark. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Robert L. Oswald, 

Secretary . 

[FR Doc.74-24485 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[ 40 CFR Part 60 ] 

[FRL 278-6] 

STEEL PLANTS: ELECTRIC ARC 
FURNACES 

Standards of Performance for New 
Stationary Sources 

Pursuant to section 111 of the Clean 
Air Act, as amended, the Administrator 
proposes herein standards of perform¬ 
ance for new electric arc furnaces in 
steel plants. 

On December 23, 1971, the first stand¬ 
ards of performance were promulgated. 
.Those were for affected facilities at new 
fossil fuel-fired steam generators, incin¬ 
erators, Portland cement plants, nitric 
acid plants, and sulfuric acid plants. 
Since that time, additional standards 
have been promulgated for other cate¬ 
gories of sources (March 8, 1974, 39 FR 
9308) and several other publications in 
the Federal Register have amended the 
standards. 

As prescribed by section 111, proposal 
of standards for electric arc furnaces was 
preceded by the Administrator’s deter¬ 
mination that they contribute signifi¬ 
cantly to air pollution which causes or 
contributes to the endangerment of pub¬ 
lic health or welfare and by his publica¬ 
tion of this determination in this issue of 
the Federal Register. 

Electric arc furnaces were selected for 
the development of standards based pri¬ 
marily on expected growth and the bene¬ 
ficial impact which would result from the 
application of best technology for air pol¬ 
lution control. Their growth has been 
spurred as old open hearth furnaces are 
phased out of production. Steel metal¬ 
lurgical furnaces were recommended for 
consideration for standards in the Re¬ 
port of the Committee on Public Works, 
United States Senate, September 17,1970, 
and named as a major source of air pol¬ 
lution in 40 CFR Part 52, “Prevention of 
Significant Air Quality Deterioration.” as 
proposed in the Federal Register, Au¬ 
gust 27, 1974 (39 FR 31000). In addition, 
electric arc furnaces were recognized as 
a major source of particulate pollutants 
in the steel industry during development 
of standards of performance for basic 
oxygen furnaces. 

The proposed standards restrict the 
emission of particulate matter and the 
visibility of emissions. They are based on 
results of measurements of emissions 
conducted by industry, the Environ¬ 
mental Protection Agency and local 
agencies; data derived from available 
technical literature; information gath¬ 
ered during visits to pollution control 
agencies and plants in the United States; 
and comments and suggestions solicited 
from those knowledgeable in the field of 
air pollution control. The proposed 
standards reflect the degree of emission 
limitation achievable through the appli¬ 
cation of the best system of emission re¬ 
duction which, taking into account the 
cost of achieving such reduction, the Ad¬ 
ministrator has determined to have been 
adequately demonstrated. 


Detailed information on the factors 
considered in arriving at the proposed 
standards, including economic data and 
summaries of test data may be found 
in Background Information on Stand¬ 
ards of Performance: Electric Arc Fur¬ 
naces in the Steel Industry which is 
available free of charge from the Emis¬ 
sion Standards and Engineering Divi¬ 
sion, Environmental Protection Agency, 
Research Triangle Park, North Carolina 
27711, Attention: Mr. Don R. Goodwin. 
It is emphasized that the costs are con¬ 
sidered reasonable for new sources. It is 
not implied that the same costs apply to 
the retrofitting of existing sources. 

Of particular interest is the concept of 
average opacity used in this standard 
for emissions from the building during 
charging and tapping. Although regula¬ 
tions which restrict the maximum allow¬ 
able opacity from air pollution sources 
have been enforced for many years, the 
concept of “average” opacity has not 
been used. Using traditional opacity reg¬ 
ulations, an air pollution source with 
cyclical emissions would have a regula¬ 
tion based on the maximum opacity dur¬ 
ing the cycle. Such a regulation (e.g., 
maximum 80 percent opacity) would 
permit emissions of 80 percent during 
the entire cycle. In contrast, a regula¬ 
tion based on the average would permit 
an increase in off-peak emissions only 
if there is some corresponding reduction 
in the opacity during the period of peak 
emissions. 

Even a short time exemption to allow 
for peak emissions up to a specified level 
would not significantly improve a regula¬ 
tion based on maximum opacity. The 
opacity of emissions during charging and 
tapping can climb as high as 80 percent, 
with the peak lasting a relatively short 
time. On the other hand, emissions may 
reach a lower peak, but remain there a 
longer period. A standard with a time 
exemption that allows for the high peaks 
in some cases and the longer periods in 
other cases would be far less restrictive, 
than one based on the average during 
charging and tapping. Average opacity, 
used for the sole limit on emissions from 
charging and tapping, better represents 
the quantity of emissions and should 
provide a more reproducible parameter 
with which to measure emissions. 

The proper use of and test methods for 
opacity standards are presently being 
reconsidered by the Agency in response 
to remands from the United States Court 
of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
Circuit in Portland Cement Association 
v. Ruckelshaus, 486 F.2d 375 (1973), and 
Essex Chemical Corp. v. Ruckelshaus, 
486 F.2d 427 (1973). The response to 
the remand in the Portland Cement case 
should be completed shortly. At that 
time, the Agency will promulgate or 
propose such revisions of its opacity 
standards or test methods as it deems 
necessary or desirable. In accordance 
with section 117(f) of the Act, publica¬ 
tion of these proposed amendments to 40 
CFR was preceded by consultation with 
appropriate advisory committees, inde¬ 


pendent experts and Federal depart- 
mehts and agencies. In the course of 
these consultations, the Department of 
Commerce has questioned the establish¬ 
ment of visible emissions (opacity) 
standards. The Department of Commerce 
believes that opacity limits have not been 
satisfactorily correlated to give rates 
of particulate concentration emissions 
or mass emissions to establish opacity as 
a standard. Further, Commerce has ques¬ 
tioned whether 6uch standards would be 
subject to accurate visual determination. 
Commerce, therefore, recommended that 
opacity limits not be adopted as a stand¬ 
ard where a particulate concentration 
or mass emissions standard is established. 
Commerce believes such opacity limits 
should only be used in those cases to cre¬ 
ate a rebuttable presumption of a vio¬ 
lation of the particulate or mass emis¬ 
sions standards. Commerce believes such 
presumption could, for example, be re¬ 
butted by providing a continuous opacity 
monitor record showing a visual opacity 
observation to be in error; and/or by a 
showing that the particulate concentra¬ 
tion or mass emissions standards was not 
exceeded at the time the opacity limit 
ivas exceeded. Commerce believes such a 
showing could be made by a performance 
test. If the owner or operator wished to 
use such test to show that he was not in 
violation of the mass or concentration 
standard at the time the opacity limit 
was exceeded, he must be able to es¬ 
tablish the critical plant and control op¬ 
erating parameters that existed at the 
time of the observed opacity violation by 
a system of continuous monitoring and 
recording of such data so that such con¬ 
ditions can be duplicated at the time 
of the test. 

EPA does not support the approach 
suggested by the Department of Com¬ 
merce and is proposing opacity standards 
in the regulation. EPA believes that the 
opacity concept is both technically sound 
and the most practical and inexpensive 
way to insure that control equipment is 
adequately maintained and operated be¬ 
tween performance tests. A performance 
test conducted after a source was ob¬ 
served to be in violation of the opacity 
standard would not in EPA's opinion 
necessarily resolve the question whether, 
at the time of the observed violation, the 
source was meeting the concentration 
standard. During the period between the 
observed violation of the opacity stand¬ 
ard and the time of the performance test, 
the owner or operator in some cases 
could take remedial action to bring a 
non-complying source into compliance. 
EPA's opinion is that the only way to re¬ 
solve this problem would be through use 
of a continuous monitoring system or 
through performance tests conducted at 
such frequent intervals as to yield similar 
results. EPA believes the approach sug¬ 
gested by the Department of Commerce 
is not a realistic or practical alternative 
in the absence of an appropriate con¬ 
tinuous monitoring system. However at 
the request of the Department of Com- 
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merce, EPA is submitting for public com¬ 
ment that agency’s recommendation and 
will consider any comments of State 
officials, industrial representatives, en¬ 
vironmentalists, and the general public 
on this or any other alternative ap¬ 
proach. 

Provisions in $ 60.8(b) allow the 
owner/operator to show compliance with 
the standard of performance by use of 
an equivalent test method, alternative 
test methods or other means upon ap¬ 
proval by the Administrator. These pro¬ 
visions permit construction of some 
types of control devices such as monitor 
and open or pressurized fabric filters, the 
emissions from which cannot be meas¬ 
ured by reference methods currently in 
Appendix A of 40 CFR 60. The alterna¬ 
tive to such a provision appeared to be 
ban of certain types of control devices. 
In the case of an open or pressurized 
fabric filter, factors such as a signifi¬ 
cantly lower installation cost and ease of 
identification and replacement of leak¬ 
ing bags make it superior to the closed 
top fabric filter system for this applica¬ 
tion. Such practical considerations ar¬ 
gued in favor of avoiding the loss of an 
effective control system which would en¬ 
sue from a prohibition of systems not 
amenable to representative sampling. 
The owner/operator of an affected facil¬ 
ity should submit for review under 5 60.6 
the plans for construction and/or testing 
of control systems which are not readily 
amenable to representative testing. 

The standard will require either of two 
types of air pollution control systems. 
The first is commonly referred to as 
'‘building evacuation.” Those plants that 
manufacture many types of alloy steels 
discharge both the furnace emissions and 
all building ventilation air through a 
fabric filter. The second is a “combina¬ 
tion system.” Used by many furnaces 
that process carbon steel, it has two cap¬ 
ture systems: the bulk of the emissions 
exhaust directly from the furnace to the 
control device (direct shell evacuation); 
the emissions during charging or tapping 
are captured by either a canopy hood or 
a building evacuation system, then di¬ 
rected to a control device. Most direct 
shell evacuation systems now in use dis¬ 
charge through either a fabric filter or a 
venturi scrubber, while the canopy hoods 
or building evacuation only discharge 
through fabric filters. Those plants that 
choose the direct shell evacuation— 
canopy hood system will probably depend 
on natural convection through the roof 
of the building to ventilate the shop. 

The possible adverse environmental 
impact resulting from the proposed 
standards lias been considered and de¬ 
termined negligible. The local impact on 
ambient air quality of a proposed new 
furnace should be closely investigated. 
Under extremely adverse meteorological 
and topographical conditions a plant 
which achieves the standard of per¬ 
formance may still cause the national 
ambient air quality standard for particu- 
iate matter to be exceeded. The standard 
oi performance will most commonly be 
achieved by installation of fabric filters 


which create no water pollution prob¬ 
lems. Any increase in the amount of solid 
waste collected by control devices in¬ 
stalled to meet this standard will be in¬ 
finitesimal compared to the large 
amounts of slag solid waste which the 
industry must already dispose. Care 
should be used in land disposal to ensure 
long-term protection of surface and sub- 
surface waters. 

The solid wastes contain potentially 
harmful constituents such as cadmium, 
chromium, or lead compounds. Conse¬ 
quently, landfill sites should be selected 
to prevent horizontal or vertical migra¬ 
tion of these contaminants to surface or 
ground waters. Where geologic condi¬ 
tions may not reasonably ensure this, 
adequate precaution such as impervious 
liners should be taken to ensure long¬ 
term protection of the environment. The 
location of solid hazardous materials dis¬ 
posed of in this manner should be per¬ 
manently recorded in the appropriate 
office of the legal jurisdiction in which 
the site is located. 

A study showed that promulgation of 
the standard will not increase the na¬ 
tional consumption of power over that 
required by State Implementation Plans. 

An extensive Investigation led to the 
judgment that the costs resulting from 
the proposed standard of performance 
are reasonable. In some states where par¬ 
ticulate matter and visible emission 
standards require comparable invest¬ 
ment in equipment to that required for 
the proposed standard, the economic im¬ 
pact is negligible. In other states, the in¬ 
cremental cost to attain the standard is 
not anticipated to create any undue eco¬ 
nomic hardship. Standards sometimes 
result in a more severe economic impact 
on smaller firms. This is primarily be¬ 
cause economies of scale generally favor 
larger installations. For loan purposes, 
the Small Business Administration de¬ 
fines a small steel company as one with 
less than 1000 employees. There are 19 
such companies in the electric arc fur¬ 
nace field. These companies represent 
about six percent of the electric arc fur¬ 
nace capacity. 

The small business enterprise Is likely 
to construct smaller sized furnaces. For 
such furnaces, control costs may be 
somewhat higher because of economies 
of scale, yet, the basic furnace installa¬ 
tion incurs similar economies of scale. 
Therefore, the costs are judged reason¬ 
able and should not unduly bar entry to 
the market or expansion of facilities for 
small businesses. 

In accordance with section 117(f) of 
the Act, publicati on o f these proposed 
amendments to 40 CFR Part 60 was pre¬ 
ceded by consultation with appropriate 
.advisory committees, independent ex¬ 
perts, and Federal departments and 
agencies. Interested persons may partici¬ 
pate in this rulemaking by submitting 
written comments (in triplicate) to the 
Emission Standards and Engineering Di¬ 
vision, Environmental Protection Agency, 
Research Triangle Park, North Carolina 
27711, attention: Mr. Don R. Goodwin. 
The Administrator will welcome com¬ 


ments on all aspects of the proposed 
regulations, including economic and 
technological issues. All relevant com¬ 
ments received not later than 45 days 
from the date of this proposal will be 
considered. Comments received will be 
available for public inspection at the 
Office of Public Affairs, 401 M Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20460. 

This notice of proposed rulemaking is 
issued under the authority of sections 111 
and 114 of the Clean Air Act, as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 1857C-6 and 9). 

John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator. 

October 11, 1974. 

It is proposed to amend Part 60 of 
Chapter I, Title 40 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations, by adding subpart AA as 
follows: 

Subpart AA—Standards of Performance for Steel 
Plants: Electric Arc Furnaces 

60.270 Appllc&bUity and designation of af¬ 

fected facility. 

60.271 Definitions. 

601372 Standards for particulate matter. 

60.273 Emission monitoring. 

60.274 Test methods and procedures, 

AuTHOitrrY: Secs. Ill, 114, Pub. L. 91-604 
(42 UJS.C. 1857C-6 and 9). 

§ 60.270 Applicability and designation 
of affected facility. 

The provisions of this subpart are ap¬ 
plicable to the following affected facili¬ 
ties in steel plants: electric arc furnaces 
and dust-handling equipment. 

§ 60.271 Definitions. 

As used in this subpart, all terms not 
defined herein shall have the meaning 
given them in the Act and in subpart A 
of this part. 

(a) “Electric arc furnace” (EAF) 
means any furnace that produces molten 
steel and heats the charge materials with 
electric arcs from carbon electrodes. 
Furnaces from which the molten steel is 
cast into the shape of finished products, 
such as in a foundry, are not affected 
facilities included within the scope of 
this definition. 

(b) “Dust-handling equipment” means 
any equipment used to handle particulate 
matter collected by the control device 
and located at or near the control device 
for an EAF subject to § 60.272. 

(c) “Control device” means equipment 
used to remove particulate matter gen¬ 
erated by an EAF(s) from a gas stream. 

(d) “Control system” means the con¬ 
trol device and any equipment (to in¬ 
clude ducts, hoods, etc.) used to capture 
or transport particulate matter gen¬ 
erated by an EAF to the control device. 

(e) “Charging” means the addition of 
iron and steel scrap or other materials 
into the top of an electric arc furnace. 
The charging period begins when the 
furnace roof starts to open and ends 
when the roof is returned to its closed 
position. 

(f) “Tapping” means the pouring of 
molten steel from an EAF. The tapping 
period begins when the furnace tilts to 
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pour and ends when the furnace returns 
to an upright position. 

(g) 44 Average opacity” means the 
arithmetic average of opacity readings 
in accordance with Method 9 in Ap¬ 
pendix A of this part. 

(h) 4 ‘Heat” means the period com¬ 
mencing when scrap is charged to an 
EAP and terminating at the time the 
furnace tap is completed. 

(i) “Shop” means the building which 
houses one or more EAF(s). 

§ 60.272 Standards for particulate mat¬ 
ter. 

(a) On and after the date on which 
the performance test required to be con¬ 
ducted by § 60.8 is completed, no owner 
or operator subject to the provisions of 
this subpart shall cause to be discharged 
into the atmosphere from an electric arc 
furnace any gases which: 

(1) Exit from a control device and 
contain particulate matter in excess of 
12 mg/dscm (0.0052 gr/dscf). * 

(2) Exit from a control device and ex¬ 
hibit 5 percent opacity or greater. 

(3) Exit from the shop and exhibit 
greater than zero percent opacity more 
than 1 minute per furnace in any 1 hour 
except when paragraphs (a) (4) and (a) 
(5) of this section apply. 

(4) Exit from the shop and exhibit 20 
percent average opacity or greater dur¬ 
ing and as a direct result of charging a 
furnace and for 3 minutes thereafter. 

(5) Exit from the shop and exhibit 40 
percent average opacity or greater dur¬ 
ing and as a direct result of tapping a 
furnace and for 3 minutes thereafter. 

(b) On and after the date on which the 
performance test required to be con¬ 
ducted by § 60.8 is completed, no owner 
or operator subject to the provisions of 
this subpart shall cause to be discharged 
into the atmosphere from dust-handling 
equipment any gases which exhibit 10 
percent opacity or greater. 

(c) If the control system is operated 
such that the roof of the shop is closed 
during a charge and/or tap and visible 
emissions are prevented until the roof is 
opened after the charge and/or tap, the 
average opacity standards specified in 
paragraphs (a) (4) and (a) (5) of this 
section apply, except that the period 
when these opacity standards apply shall 
start when the roof is opened and shall 
continue for the same length of time as 


paragraphs (a)(4) and (a)(5) of tills 
section would have allowed. 

§ 60.273 Emission monitoring. 

(a) A continuous monitoring system 
for the measurement of the opacity of 
emissions discharged into the atmosphere 
from the control device(s) shall be in¬ 
stalled, calibrated, maintained, and op¬ 
erated by the owner or operator. 

(b) For the purpose of reports required 
under § 60.7(c), periods of excess emis¬ 
sions that shall be reported are defined 
as all 1-minute periods during w T hich the 
average opacity is 10 percent or greater. 

§ 60.274 Teel methods and procedures. 

(a) Reference methods in Appendix A 
of this part, except as provided for in 
§ 60.8(b), shall be used to determine com¬ 
pliance with the standards prescribed in 
§ 60.272 as follows: 

(1) Method 5 for concentration of par¬ 
ticulate matter and associated moisture 
content, 

(2) Method 1 for sample and velocity 
traverses, 

(3) Method 2 for velocity and volu¬ 
metric flow rate, 

(4) Method 3 for gas analysis, and 

(5) Method 9 for opacity. 

(b) For Method 5, the sampling time 
for each run shall be at least 4 hours. 
When a single EAF is sampled, the sam¬ 
pling time for each run shall also include 
an integral number of heats. Shorter 
sampling times, when necessitated by 
process variables or other factors, may be 
approved by the Administrator. The 
minimum sample volume shall be 4.5 
dscm (160 dscf). When more than one 
air pollution control device serves the 
affected facilities being tested, the con¬ 
centration of particulate matter shall be 
determined using the following equation: 



where: 

C» = concentration of particulate matter in 
mg/dscm as determined by Method 6. 

N = total number of air pollution control 
devices tested. 

Q„ = volumetric flow rate of the effluent gas 
stream in dscm/hr as determined by 
Method 2. 


(C*QO» or (Q.) n = value of the applicable 
parameter for each air pollution con¬ 
trol device tested. 

(c) The air pollution control system 
for the affected facility must be designed 
so that particulate matter emissions can 
be accurately determined. The air pollu¬ 
tion control system for the affected fa¬ 
cility shall be constructed so that partic¬ 
ulate matter emissions can be accurately 
determined by applicable test methods 
and procedures. 

(d) When emissions from affected fa¬ 
cilities cannot be maintained separate 
from emissions from sources other than 
affected facilities or existing furnaces, 
the owner or operator shall choose from 
the following criteria for a performance 
test: 

(1) Base compliance on control of the 
combined emissions. 

(2) Shut down emission sources other 
than the affected facilities. 

(3) Determine a method acceptable to 
the Administrator to compensate for the 
effect on results of the performance test 
of the other emission sources. 

(4) Any combination of (1), (2), and 
(3) above. 

(e) When a single air pollution con¬ 
trol system serves more than one affected 
facility, compliance shall be based on a 
single performance test of all such af¬ 
fected facilities. 

(f) For any affected facility which is 
installed within an existing shop and for 
which measurements representative of 
particulate matter emitted from only the 
affected facility cannot, in the Adminis¬ 
trator's judgment, be reasonably ob¬ 
tained the owner or operator may: (1) 
Base compliance on control of the com¬ 
bined emissions from the shop, or (2> in 
lieu of a performance test, show to the 
Administrator's satisfaction that the air 
pollution control system is equivalent or 
superior in the control of air pollution 
to that which would be required within 
a new shop. Proof of equivalency shall 
include a comparison of: 

(1) Exhaust flow rates. 

(2) Size, shape, depth, and location of 
hoods or other emission capture devices, 

(3) Design, operating, and mainte¬ 
nance parameters of the control system. 

(4) Other parameters the Administra¬ 
tor may request. 

[FR Doc.74-24352 Filed 10-18-74:8:45 m] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[ 40 CFR Part 60 ] 

FERROALLOY PRODUCTION FACILITIES 

Standards of Performance for New 
Stationary Sources 

Pursuant to section 111 of the Clean 
Air Act, the Administrator herein pro¬ 
poses standards of performance for new 
ferroalloy production facilities. 

On December 23, 1971, the first stand¬ 
ards of performance were promulgated 
(36 PR 24876). Those were for affected 
facilities at new fossil fuel-fired steam 
generators, incinerators, Portland cement 
plants, nitric acid plants, and sulfuric 
acid plants. Since that time, additional 
standards have been promulgated for 
other categories of sources (March 8, 
1974, 39 FR 9308) and several other pub¬ 
lications ^in the Federal Register have 
amended or corrected the standards. 

As prescribed by section 111, pro¬ 
posal of standards for ferroalloy produc¬ 
tion facilities was preceded by the 
Administrator’s determination that these 
plants contribute significantly to air 
pollution which causes or contributes to 
the endangerment of public health or 
welfare and by his publication of this 
determination in this issue of the Fed¬ 
eral Register. 

Ferroalloy production facilities were 
selected for the development of stand¬ 
ards based on expected growth and avail¬ 
ability of effective technology. In addi¬ 
tion, ferroalloy production facilities were 
recommended for consideration of stand¬ 
ards in the Report of the Committee on 
Public Works, U.S. Senate, September 
17, 1970. 

These standards apply to the emission 
of particulate matter and carbon mon¬ 
oxide from ferroalloy electric sub¬ 
merged arc furnaces. The basis for the 
proposed standards includes the results 
of measurements of emissions conducted 
by industry, the Environmental Protec¬ 
tion Agency and local agencies; data de¬ 
rived from available technical litera¬ 
ture; information gathered during visits 
to pollution control agencies and plants 
in the United States and abroad; and 
comments and suggestions solicited from 
experts. The proposed standards reflect 
the degree of emission limitation achiev¬ 
able through the application of the best 
system of emission reduction which, tak¬ 
ing into account the cost of achieving 
such reduction, the Administrator has 
determined to have been adequately 
demonstrated. 

Detailed information on the factors 
considered in arriving at the proposed 
standards, including economic data and 
summaries of test data, may be found in 
Background Information on Standards 
of Performance: Electric Submerged Arc 
Furnaces Producing Ferroalloys which is 
available free of charge from the Emis¬ 
sion Standards and Engineering Divi¬ 
sion. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Research Triangle Park. North Carolina 
27711, attention: Mr. Don R. Goodwin. 
It is emphasized that the costs due to 
the proposed standards are considered 


reasonable for new sources. It is not 
implied that the same costs apply to the 
retrofitting of existing sources. 

Provisions in § 60.8(b) allow the 
owner/operator to show compliance with 
the standard of performance by use of 
an equivalent test method, alternative 
test methods or other means upon ap¬ 
proval by the Administrator. These pro¬ 
visions permit construction of some types 
of control devices such as monitor and 
open or pressurized fabric filters, the 
emissions from which cannot be meas¬ 
ured by referenc e me thods currently in 
Appendix A of 40 CFR Part 60. The alter¬ 
native to such a provision appeared to 
be a ban of certain types of control de¬ 
vices. In the case of an open or pres¬ 
surized fabric filter, factors such as a sig¬ 
nificantly lower installation cost and ease 
of identification and replacement of leak¬ 
ing bags make it superior to the closed 
top fabric filter system for this applica¬ 
tion. Such practical considerations ar¬ 
gued in favor of avoiding the loss of an 
effective control system which would en¬ 
sue from a prohibition of systems not 
amenable to representative sampling. 
The owner/operator of an affected facil¬ 
ity should submit for review under § 60.6 
the plans for construction and/or test¬ 
ing of control systems which are not 
readily amenable to representative test¬ 
ing. 

A decision was made against requir¬ 
ing that the ferroalloy industry contruct 
only sealed furnaces, a requisite part of 
the best demonstrated air pollution con¬ 
trol technology. Although sealed ferro¬ 
alloy furnaces are inherently superior 
from an air pollution control aspect, it is 
the Administrator’s judgment that re¬ 
stricting the industry to this process 
could ultimately result in limited product 
flexibility and possible decreased inter¬ 
corporate competition that outweigh the 
incremental benefits of the additional 
reduction in air pollution. The Office of 
Research and Development is investi¬ 
gating the technical and economic feasi¬ 
bility of using totally enclosed furnaces 
to produce all types of ferroalloys. That 
study could ultimately result in stand¬ 
ards based on sealed furnaces within sev¬ 
eral years. 

The alloys affected by the standards of 
performance account for over 90 percent 
of the total United States ferroalloy 
production. The standards for particu¬ 
late matter emissions are more strin¬ 
gent than typical State process weight 
regulations for production of most ferro¬ 
alloys. However, the same type of con¬ 
trol equipment now commonly used in 
the industry (baghouses or scrubbers) 
will be required to meet the standards 
of performance for particulate matter. 
When a sealed furnace is used, the stand¬ 
ards will require combustion of the car¬ 
bon monoxide off-gas. 

Visible emission limitations are in¬ 
cluded to ensure that adequate hooding 
is installed to capture fumes from the 
furnace during ore reduction and fumes 
from the tapping operation. Tills will 
require an evaluation of the visibility of 
emissions within the building which 
houses the ferroalloy furnace. These are 


the first standards of performance which 
regulate the visibility of emissions with- 
in a building. Such restrictions are within 
the regulatory authority of EPA if those 
pollutant emissions can reasonably be 
expected to ultimately exit from the 
facility into the atmosphere. A restric¬ 
tion on fume which eludes capture by 
the air pollution control system appears 
the only practical way of assuring that 
the industry makes every effort to mini- 
mize the escape of the voluminous emis- 
sions from the ore reduction and tapping 
operations. 

The proper use of and test methods for 
opacity standards are presently being 
reconsidered by the Agency in response 
to remands from the U.S. Court of Ap¬ 
peals for the District of Columbia Cir¬ 
cuit in Portland Cement Association v, 
Ruckelshaus, 486 F.2d 375 (1973), and 
Essex Chemical Corp. v. Ruckelshaus, 486 
F.2d 427 (1973). The response to the re¬ 
mand in the Portland Cement case 
should be completed shortly. At that time, 
the Agency will promulgate or propose 
such revisions of its opacity standards or 
test methods as it deems necessary or de¬ 
sirable. In accordance with section 117(f) 
of the Act, publication of these pro¬ 
posed amendments to 40 CFR was pre¬ 
ceded by consultation with appropriate 
advisory committees, independent ex¬ 
perts and Federal departments and 
agencies. In the course of these consul¬ 
tations, the Department of Commerce 
has questioned the establishment of vis¬ 
ible emissions (opacity) standards. The 
Department of Commerce believes that 
opacity limits have not been satisfac¬ 
torily correlated to give rates of par¬ 
ticulate concentration emissions or mass 
emissions to establish opacity as a stand¬ 
ard. Further, Commerce has questioned 
whether such standards would be sub¬ 
ject to accurate visual determination. 
Commerce, therefore, recommended that 
opacity limits not be adopted as a stand¬ 
ard where a particulate concentration 
or mass emissions standard is estab¬ 
lished. Commerce believes such opacity 
limits should only be used in those cases 
to create a rebuttable presumption of a 
violation of the particulate or mass 
emissions standards. Commerce believes 
such presumption could, for example, 
be rebutted by providing a continuous 
opacity monitor record showing a visual 
opacity observation to be in error; and/ 
or by a showing that the particulate 
concentration or mass emissions stand¬ 
ards was not exceeded at the time the 
opacity limit was exceeded. Commerce 
believes such a showing could be made 
by a performance test. If the owner or 
operator wished to use such test to show 
that he was not in violation of the mass 
or concentration standard at the time 
the opacity limit was exceeded, he must 
be able to establish the critical plant 
and control operating parameters that 
existed at the time of the observed opac¬ 
ity violation by a system of continuous 
monitoring and recording of such data 
so that such conditions can be duplicated 
at the time of the test. 

EPA does not support the approach 
suggested by the Department of Com¬ 
merce and is proposing opacity standards 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 39, NO. 204—MONDAY, OCTOBER 21, 1974 





PROPOSED RULES 


37471 


in the regulation. EPA believes that the 
opacity concept is both technically sound 
and the most practical and inexpensive 
way to insure that control equipment is 
adequately maintained and operated be¬ 
tween performance tests. A performance 
test conducted after a source was ob¬ 
served to be in violation of the opacity 
standard would not in EPA’s opinion nec¬ 
essarily resolve the question whether, at 
the time of the observed violation, the 
source was meeting the concentration 
standard. During the period between the 
observed violation of the opacity stand¬ 
ard and the time of the performance 
test, the owner or operator in some 
cases could take remedial action to bring 
a non-complying source into compli¬ 
ance. EPA’s opinion is that the only way 
to resolve this problem would be through 
use of a continuous monitoring system 
or through performance tests conducted 
at such frequent intervals as to yield 
similar results. EPA believes the ap¬ 
proach suggested by the Department of 
Commerce is not a realistic or practical 
alternative in the absence of an appro¬ 
priate continuous monitoring system. 
However, at the request of the Depart¬ 
ment of Commerce. EPA is submitting 
for public comment that agency’s rec¬ 
ommendation and will consider any 
comments of State officials, industrial 
representatives, environmentalists, and 
the general public on this or any other 
alternative approach. 

The standard for CO gas requires only 
that the gas be flared or otherwise 
combusted. 

The possible adverse environmental 
impact resulting from the proposed 
standards has been determined to be 
negligible. The local impact on ambient 
air quality of a proposed new furnace 
should be closely investigated. Under 
extremely adverse meteorological and 
topographical conditions a plant which 
achieves the standards of performance 
could cause the 24-hour national ambient 
air quality standard for particulate mat¬ 
ter to be exceeded. Control of air pollu¬ 
tion from ferroalloy furnaces need not 
result in a potential water pollution 
problem. The operator can install a fabric 
filter collector which uses no water and 
thus avoid the capital investment and 
operational problems associated with a 
water purification system. However, if 
the owner chooses to install water scrub¬ 
bers or electrostatic precipitators which 
use wet gas conditioners, he must treat 
the water to comply with EPA’s effluent 
guidelines promulgated on February 22, 
1974 (39 FR 6806). The standards will 
require no increase in power consump¬ 
tion over that required to comply with 
the restrictions of State Implementation 
Plans. 

The particulate collected by the con¬ 
trol device will increase the amount of 
solid wastes requiring disposal. In some 
countries part of this material is recov¬ 
ered by processing and reintroducing it 
to the furnace to recover the alloy con¬ 
tent and simultaneously minimize the 
amount of solid waste. The domestic in¬ 
dustry disposes of this material as land¬ 
fill. If disposed of on land, care should 
he used to ensure long-term protection of 
surface and sub-surface waters. 


The proper management of solid 
wastes resulting from air pollution con¬ 
trol systems should be practiced. Air pol¬ 
lution control technologies generate 
many different amounts and types of 
solid wastes and liquid concentrates 
through the removal of pollutants from 
air emissions. These substances vary 
greatly in their chemical and physical 
composition. A variety of techniques may 
be employed to dispose of these sub¬ 
stances. When thermal processing is the 
choice for disposal, provisions must be 
made to ensure minimal reentry of the 
pollutants into the atmosphere in ac¬ 
cordance with State and local regula¬ 
tions. Consideration should also be given 
to recovery of materials of value in the 
wastes. When land disposal is selected, 
practices similar to proper sanitary land- 
flU technology may be followed. The 
principles set forth in EPA’s Land Dis¬ 
posal of Solid Waste Guidelines (40 CFR 
Part 241) may be used as guidance for 
acceptable land disposal techniques. 

An extensive investigation led to the 
judgment that the costs resulting from 
the proposed standards of performance 
are reasonable. This conclusion is based 
on the fact that the proposed standards 
of performance and most existing state 
standards require comparable control 
systems. Detailed cost data are provided 
in the background information material 
available from Emission Standards and 
Engineering Division. 

Standards sometimes result in a more 
severe economic impact on smaller firms. 
This is primarily because economies of 
scale generally favor larger installations. 
For loan purposes, the Small Business 
Administration defines a small ferroalloy 
producer as one employing less than 250 
employees. In 1972, only two firms pro¬ 
ducing ferroalloys in electric submerged 
arc furnaces had fewer than 250 employ¬ 
ees. Because of the similarity between 
existing state standards and the pro¬ 
posed standards of performance the cost 
differential should be negligible. There¬ 
fore, the costs are judged reasonable and 
should not unduly bar entry to the mar¬ 
ket or expansion of facilities for small 
businesses. 

In accordance with section 117(f) of 
the Act, publication of these proposed 
amendments to 40 CFR was preceded by 
consultation with appropriate advisory 
committees, independent experts, and 
Federal departments and agencies. In¬ 
terested persons may participate in this 
rulemaking by submitting written com¬ 
ments (in triplicate) to the Emission 
Standards and Engineering Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, Re¬ 
search Triangle Park, North Carolina 
27711, attention: Mr. Don R. Goodwin. 
The Administrator will welcome com¬ 
ments on all aspects of the proposed 
regulations, including economic and 
technological issues. All relevant com¬ 
ments received not later than 45 days 
from the date of this proposal will be 
considered. Comments received will be 
available for public inspection at the 
Office of Public Affairs, 401 M Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20460. 

This notice of proposed rulemaking is 
issued under the authority of sections 


111 and 114 of the Clean Air Act, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 1857c-6 and 9). 

John Quarles, 
Acting Administrator . 

October 11, 1974. 

It is proposed to amend Part 60 of 
Chapter I, Title 40 of Code of Federal 
Regulations by adding Subpart Z as 
follows: 

Subpart Z—Standards of Performance for 
Ferroalloy Production Facilities 

60.260 Applicability and designation of af¬ 

fected faculty. 

60.261 Definitions. 

60.262 Standards for particulate matter. 

60.263 Standard for carbon monoxide. 

60.264 Emission monitoring. 

60.265 Monitoring of operations. 

60.266 Test metliods and procedures. 

Authority: Secs. Ill, 114, Pub. L. 91-604 
(42 U.S.C. 1857C-6 and 9). 

§ 60.260 Applicability and designation 
of affected facility. 

The provisions of this subpart are ap¬ 
plicable to the following affected facili¬ 
ties: Electric submerged arc furnaces 
which produce silicon metal, ferrosilicon, 
calcium silicon, silicomanganese zircon¬ 
ium, ferrochrome silicon, silvery iron, 
high-carbon ferrochrome, charge 
chrome, standard ferromanganese, sil¬ 
icomanganese, ferromanganese-silicon, 
or calcium carbide; and dust-handling 
equipment. 

§ 60.261 Definitions. 

As used in this subpart, all terms not 
defined herein shall have the meaning 
given them in the Act and in Subpart A 
of this part. 

(a) “Electric submerged arc furnace” 
means any furnace wherein electrical 
energy is converted to heat energy by 
transmission of current between elec¬ 
trodes partially submerged in the fur¬ 
nace charge. 

(b) “Electrode” means a conductor by 
which the electrical current enters or 
leaves the furnace charge. 

(c) “Furnace charge” means any ma¬ 
terial introduced into the furnace and 
may consist of, but is not limited to, 
ores, slag, carbonaceous material, and 
limestone. 

(d) “Slag” means the more or less 
completely fused and vitrified matter 
separated during the reduction of a metal 
from its ore. 

(e) “Tapping” means the process 
whereby slag or product is removed from 
the furnace. 

(f) “Tapping period” means that time 
duration from initiation of the process 
of opening the tap hole to plugging of 
the tap hole. 

(g) “Furnace cycle” means the time 
period from completion of a furnace 
product tap to the completion of the next 
consecutive product tap. 

(h) “Tapping station” means that 
general area where molten product or 
slag is removed from the electric sub¬ 
merged arc furnace. 

(i) “Furnace power input” means re¬ 
sistive electrical power input to an elec¬ 
tric submerged arc furnace, as meas¬ 
ured at the furnace transformer. 
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(J) “Fugitive emission” means any 
emission generated by the furnace (in¬ 
cluding fumes from the tapping station 
during the tapping cycle) which is not 
captured by a hood and conducted to an 
air pollution control device. 

(k) “Dust-handling equipment” means 
any equipment used to handle particulate 
matter collected by the control device 
and located at or near the control device 
for an electric submerged arc furnace 
subject to § 60.260. 

(l) “Control system” means the gas 
cleaning device and any equipment (in¬ 
cluding ducts, hoods, etc.) used to cap¬ 
ture or transport particulate matter gen¬ 
erated by an affected facility to the gas 
cleaning device. 

<m) “Standard ferromanganese” 
means that alloy as defined by A.S.T.M. 
designation A99-66. 

(n) “Silicomanganese” means that 
alloy as defined by A.S.T.M. designation 
A483-66. 

(o) “Calcium carbide” means material 
containing 70 to 85 percent calcium car¬ 
bide by weight. 

(p) “High-carbon ferrochrome” means 
that alloy as defined by A.S.T.M. desig¬ 
nation A101-66 grades HC1 through HC6. 

<q) “Charge chrome” means that alloy 
containing 52 to 70 percent by weight 
chromium, 5 to 8 percent by weight car¬ 
bon, and 3 to 6 percent by weight silicon. 

<r) “Silvery iron” means any ferrosill- 
con, as defined by A.S.T.M. 100-69. which 
contains less than 30 percent silicon. 

(s) “Ferrochrome silicon” means that 
alloy as defined by A.S.T.M. designation 
A482—66. 

<t) “Silicomanganese zirconium” 
means that alloy containing 60 to 65 
percent by weight silicon, 1.5 to 2.5 per¬ 
cent by weight calcium, 5 to 7 percent 
by weight zirconium, 0.75 to 1.25 percent 
by weight aluminum. 5 to 7 percent by 
weight manganese, and 2 to 3 percent by 
weight barium. 

(u) “Calcium silicon” means that alloy 
as defined by A.S.T.M. designation A495- 
64. 

(v) “Ferrosilicon” means that alloy as 
defined by A.S.T.M. designation A100-69 
grades A, B, C, D, and E which contains 
50 or more percent by weight silicon. 

(w) “Silicon metal” means any silicon 
alloy containing more than 96 percent 
silicon by weight. 

(x) “Ferromanganese silicon” means 
that alloy containing 63 to 66 percent by 
weight manganese, 28 to 32 percent by 
weight silicon, and a maximum of 0.08 
percent by weight carbon. 

§ 60.262 Standards for particulate mat¬ 
ter. 

(a) On and after the date on which 
the performance test required to be con¬ 
ducted by § 60.8 is completed, no owner 
or operator subject to the provisions of 
this subpart shall cause to be discharged 
into the atmosphere from any affected 
facility any gases which: 

(1) Contain particulate matter in ex¬ 
cess of 0.45 kg/MW-hr (0.99 lb/MW-hr) 
while that facility produces silicon metal, 
ferrosilicon, calcium silicon, or silico- 
manganese zirconium. 

(2) Contain particulate matter in ex¬ 
cess of 0.23 kg/MW-hr (0.51 lb/MW-hr) 


while that facility produces high-carbon 
ferrochrome, charge chrome, standard 
ferromanganese, silicomanganese, cal¬ 
cium carbide, ferrochrome silicon, ferro¬ 
manganese silicon, or silvery iron. 

(3) Exhibit 20 percent opacity or 
greater. This opacity requirement shall 
apply to any emissions from all affected 
facilities except as follows: 

(1) Any emissions generated within the 
furnace which escape the control sys¬ 
tem shall not be visible without the aid 
of instruments. 

(ii) Any emissions from the tapping 
station which escape the control device 
shall not be visible without the aid of 
instruments for at least 60 percent of 
each tapping period. 

(iii) Any emissions from the dust han¬ 
dling equipment shall not exhibit 10 
percent opacity or greater. 

§ 60.263 Standard for carbon monox¬ 
ide. 

(a) On and after the date on which 
the performance test required to be con¬ 
ducted by § 60.8 is completed, no owner 
or operator subject to the provisions of 
this subpart shall cause to be discharged 
into the atmosphere from any affected 
facility any gases which contain, on a 
dry basis, 20 or greater volume percent 
of carbon monoxide. Combustion of such 
gases under conditions acceptable to the 
Administrator shall constitute compli¬ 
ance with this section. Acceptable con¬ 
ditions include, but are not limited to, 
flaring of gases or use of gases as fuel 
for other processes. 

§ 60.264 Emission monitoring. 

(a) The owner or operator shall Install, 
calibrate, maintain, and operate a con¬ 
tinuous monitoring system for the meas¬ 
urement of the opacity of emissions dis¬ 
charged into the atmosphere from the 
control device. 

(b) For the purpose of reports required 
under § 60.7(c), periods of excess emis¬ 
sions that shall be reported are defined 
as all 1-minute periods during which the 
opacity is 20 percent or greater. 

§ 60.265 Monitoring of opera lion a. 

(a) The owner or operator of any af¬ 
fected facility subject to the provisions 
of this subpart shall maintain daily rec¬ 
ords of the following information: 

(1) Product being produced. 

(2) Description of constituents of fur¬ 
nace charge, including the quantity by 
weight. 

(3) Time and duration of each tapping 
period and the identification of material 
tapped (slag or product). 

(b) The owner or operator of any af¬ 
fected facility subject to the provisions 
of this subpart shall install, calibrate, 
maintain, and operate a device to meas¬ 
ure and continuously record the power 
consumption of the furnace. The device 
shall have an accuracy of ±5 percent 
over its operating range. 

§ 60.266 Teat methods and procedures. 

(a) Reference methods in Appendix A 
of this part, except as provided in 
§60.8(b), shall be used to determine 
compliance with the standards pre¬ 
scribed in 5 60.262 and 5 60.263 as 
follows: 


(1) Method 5 shall be used for deter¬ 
mining concentration of particulate mat¬ 
ter and the associated moisture content 
except that the heating systems specified 
In paragraphs 2.1.2 and 2.1.4 of Method 
5 shall not be used or required when the 
carbon monoxide content of the gas 
stream exceeds 10 percent by volume, 
dry basis, 

(2) Method 1 for sample and velocity 
traverses, 

(3) Method 2 for velocity and volu¬ 
metric flow rate, and 

(4) Method 3 for gas analysis. 

(b) For Method 5. the sampling time 
for each run shall include an integral 
number of furnace tapping cycles. The 
sampling time for each run shall be at 
least 60 minutes and the minimum sam¬ 
ple volume shall be 1.8 dsem (64 dsef) 
when sampling emissions from open fur¬ 
naces with wet scrubber control devices, 
sealed furnaces, or semi-enclosed fur¬ 
naces. When sampling emissions from 
other types of installations, the sampling 
time for each run shall be at least 200 
minutes and the minimum sample vol¬ 
ume shall be 5.7 dsem (200 dsef). Shorter 
sampling times or smaller sampling vol¬ 
umes, when necessitated by process vari¬ 
ables or other factors, may be approved 
by the Administrator. 

(c) The air pollution control system 
for the affected facility shall be con¬ 
structed so that volumetric flow rates 
and particulate matter emissions can be 
accurately determined by applicable test 
methods and procedures. 

(d) When compliance with § 60.263 is 
to be attained by combusting the gas 
stream in a flare, the location of the 
sampling site for particulate matter shall 
be upstream of the flare. 

(e) For each run, particulate matter 
emissions expressed in kq/hr shall be de¬ 
termined for each exhaust stream at 
which emissions are quantified using the 
following equation: 

15a — C«Q» 

where: 

Eo= ©missions of particulate matter in kg hr. 
C. = concentration of particulate matter In 
kg/dem as determined by Method 5. 
Q. = volumetric flow rate of the effluent gas 
stream In dsem/hr as determined by 
Method 2. 

(f) For Method 5, particulate matter 
emissions from the affected facility, ex¬ 
pressed in kg/MW-hr, shall be deter¬ 
mined for each run using the following 
equation: 

iv 


where: 

E=emissions of particulate from the affected 
facility, In kg/MW-hr. 

N=total number of exhaust streams at which 
emissions are quantified. 

E n = emissions of particulate matter from 
each exhaust stream in kg/MW-hr, as 
determined In paragraph (e) of this 
section. 

p—average power input to the furnace dur¬ 
ing the sampling period. In megawatts 
as determined according to 5 60.265(b). 

[FR Doc.74-24364 FUed 10-18-74:8:45 am] 
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